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Mr. PETTO's ARGUMENTS 


FOR 


INFANT-BAPTISM, 


Conſidered and Anſwered, 
AND 


Infants Intereſt mn the Covenant of Grace 
without Baptiſm, aſſerted and maintained. 


Whereunto is prefixed 
An AnsweER totwo QueESTIONS 
propounded by Mr, Firmin, about In- 
tants Church-memberſhip and Baptiſm. 
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By THOMAS GRANTMAM. 


The Earth"alſo is defiled under the Inhabitants thereof, becauſe they 
have tranſpreſſed the Laws, changed the Ordinance, broken the everlaſt 
ing Covenant. Ilia. 246.5 *© 

Now I praiſe you, Brethren, that you remember me in all things, and 
keep the Ordinances, as I delivered them to you, 1 Cor. 11.2, 
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SEAS ASPHACACSSSERGAKRS 
To theR EADER. 


T appears by My. Petto's Epiſtle to the Reader, that he took 
= holdof awvery ſlight occaſion to write againſt the Baptized - 
Believers ; it was, becauſe one (without acquainting him 
with it) came over to their Communion. 

I could wiſh he hai been more patient under ſo ſmall a trial, 
and thereby ſaved me thus labour : which whether it will end 
here T know not ;, that may be as he pleaſes. 

I hold it no convenient time for Diflenters to. write one 
aoainſt another ; Friendly Conferences might do much better. 
But I have found Men of My. Petto's Principles very averſe 
to that, when it has been offered. 

T1 have not anſwered each particular Page in Mr. Petto': 
Book, for that one*and the ſame thing is very often repeated. 
T have chiefly dealt with his two main Arguments, on which hu 
whole Diſcourſe depends. 

What he ſays about the mode of Sprinkling, I have not med= 
dled with, nor u it needful. For we ſee that generally, {nch as *' 
are ſeriouſly convinced of their Duty in the caſe of Baptiſm, will 
not, if they might, receive it but in the way of Immerſion. They 
are preſently apprehenſive that no way can be {o ſafe for them, as 
to follow Chriſt vim{elf, who it s certain was baptiſed ſo: For it 
# granted bythe Learned, that Mark 1.9. Kai «fonſiaS wad 
"Iocs & 7 Tpirlw, may be truly read, And was dipped of - 
John into Jordan. This account of our Saviour's Baptiſm is 
ſufficient to decide this Controverſy, about the manner of Bap- 
tiſm, if the higheſt and moſt perfeft Example that ever was be 
of any force az «il. 

What I have offered on behalf of Infants Intereſt in the 
Covenant of Grace, may perhaps ſeem too full of Charity in the 
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Judgment of Mr. Petto and ſome others. But if that offend 
thee, do but conſider from whom this Doitrine of Tnfants Dam- 
nation has proceeded, it's either of God or Man. | have ſear- 
ched the Scriptures, but could never find his Word (that is 
Truth it ſelf) declare ſuch a dreadful Sentence againſt any one 
Tzfant much leſs that thegreateſt part of dying Infants are dawy'd. 
Could Men be ſatisfied of the certainty of the Salvation of 
their dying Infants, the Controverſy about baptiſing them would 
come t) an End; for as far as I could ever learn, it came into the 
World upon this Miſtake. that they could not be ſav'd without it. 
And tho My. Petto ſeems to diſlike Cyprian's JTudoment here- 
in, yet what does he ſay leſs himſclf in p. 1. where he inſinuates 
that thoſe who deny the Baptiſm of Infants, exclude miltions 
out of the great Charter of Heaven. But this may-perhaps be 
found their Fault, who exclude all-but the Infants of ſuch us 
they count Believers, when the reckoning comes to be truly tated. 
I ever ſaw Mr. Firmin's Book till Thad anſwered My. Petto. 
And at the requeſt of ſome, as .alſo for that his Queſtions may 
em to be ſerious and conſiderable, T thought it needful to give a 
ſerious and Chriſtian Anſwer to them, which T hope I have done. 
And as I muſt commend Chriſtians in their Enquiry, what Ewvi- 
dence of God's Love we have concerning Infants, and therein be 
an Enquirer-as much as any, having Children of my own ; ſo 
think it needful to caution my ſelf and others, that we ſet not up” 
our own Devices for ſuch Evidences, leſt our Hope be thereby leſ- 
ſened, ſeeing our impoſing that upon Infants which God has not 


required at our hands, is no ſign of his Love to them at all. 


Tho. Grantham, 


(i) 
$ESQSLSILSSKE DER BEEERBLERS 
The Pxrerace. 


Containing Brief Anſwers to two Queſtions, propounded 
by Mr. Giles Firmin, in his Book called, The Plea of the 
Children. of believing Parents. 


Ecauſe Mr. Firmin's Queſtions bear date, four years before 
Mr. Petto's Arguments, Þ will give them Precedence in my an- 
{wcring them, 
Their Books are much of one quality, fave.that Mr. Fizrmin's 
abounds with more unhandlom RefleQions upon many, in which kind 
of dealing it were eafy to give Retaliation 3 but that is not commendable. 


What he writes againſt Mr. Danvers, I leave to him to vindicate him- : 


ſelf, as he has done againſt others, and that very well, either by juſtity- 
ing his Authorities, or rectifying ſuch Over-{ights, as might ealily betal 
the moſt-accurate Writer in {ach a multitude ot Quotations 3 and which 
Iam perſuaded would much fatisfy Mr, Firmin himiclt, would he impar- 
tially read the Controverhes. 

Mr. Firmin being a wiſer Man than to- engage clolely in the Queſtion 
about the Divine Authority for Infant-Baptiſm, maintains his Fight at a 
great diſtance, fave that he plays alittle with ſome Arguments, rather of 
other Mens deviſing than his own. He at laſt comprehends the whole 
firength of his Diſcourſe in two Queſtions 3 and ONLY detires foine 
Anſwer to them, from thoſe whom he is pleated conſtantly to call Ana- 
bapti/s. 

I know no fuch Creature, yet I know that he- means thoſe Chriſtians 
who, according, to God's Word, Heb. 6. 1, 2. make Baptiſm the third 
(not the firſt ) Principle of Chritt's Doctrine. In which order the fixlt 
and beſt of Goſpel-Churches received it, even that which was founded 
by Chriſt himſelf, in the exerciſe of his Miniltry, and which is therefore 
the Mother of all Churches Chriſtian in which Church, conſiſting of 


believing Jews, their Children had as clear an Intereſt in the Covenant of 


Grace as any can pretend to, and as great Priviledges in the Church Chri- 
ſtian as was, or is needful for any 3 and yet whoever reads the Plantation 
and Progreſs of that Church, or the Epitile which was wruten to. them 
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on the occahon of ſoine Decays, -which afterward befel them, ſhall never 
tmd ſo much as one Infant baptiſed in that Church, nor indeed in any o- 
ther during the Apoſtles Days 3 which Contiderarion alone is enough to 
cauſe a modeſt Enquirer to queſtion the Legality of Infant-Baptiſm. 
Mr. Firmin has got Intant-Baptifm into a very little Corner, it belongs 
only to Children of believing Parents [in an Independent or Precbyterian 


Senſe | fo that a great Part of the World called Chriſtendom, will have 


no Right to it, And he makes it very inligniticant to a great number of 
thele ewo, for pag. -33- he does not make God to be INDEED their 
God, till with his Call he gives them Faith to anſwer his Call. And this 


is the reaſon (1 ſuppole ) why they deny theſe fo pretendedly holy In- 


fants, whom they {prinkle, any Priviledg in their Church at the Loxd's 
Table, till they covenant again, which is commonly 20, 30 or 4© years 
after they have ſprinkled them. For which ſtrange Practice they have 
not the leaſt Tittle in God's Word to warrant it ; and where then they can 
fhnd a Rule tor this Praftice I know not. 

I have been told that Mr. Firmin's Quettions are taken by ſome to be 
unanſwerable : Let us therefore view them in his Words verbatim, 

The thirſt is thus, 

| Mr. Firmin's Queſt. I. 
« Since God was ſo gracious to make a Covenant with Abraham and 


'© his Seed, and it did then confilt with his Wiſdom to conſtitute his 


© Church of Parents and Children, while the Parents did believe in the 
« Methiah to come; Why may it not conſiſt with his-Grace to continue that 
« Covenant,and with his Wiſdom ſtil] to conſtitute his Goſpel-Church of 
©& Parents and Children, the Fews now believing in Chriſt come ? 
Anſwer, 
You muſt allow that the Covenant of Grace was not reſtrained to A- 


'brabam and his Secd , but did belong to many at that time both Parents 


and Children 3 many holy Patriarchs being then living,and tome outlived 
Abraham himſelf, and yet none of theſe were concerned in the Cove- 


-nant of Circumciſion, as made with Abraham, Gen.17. but only in the 
' Covenant of Grace 45 made with Adam and Noah, which had now con- 


tinued more than 2000 years, during all which time no Infant was con- 


-cerned either in Circumcilion or Baptiſm, and yet were as much of the 
- Church as was needful for their Salvation. And hence a Man may very 


well anſwer your Queſtion, by asking you another, Thus : 

Since God was ſo gracious to make a Covenant with Adam and Noah 
and their Seed, and it did then conſiſt with his Wiſdom to conſtitute his 
Church of Parents to praftiſe his Ordinances, and of their Children to 
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partake of the Grace of eternal Life, without being concerned in the: Pra- 
Rice of Ordinances in their Infancy, for more than 2000 years before 
Chriſt came : Why may it not confilt with' his Grace to continue that 
Covenant of Grace made with Adam, Noah ( and Abraham himſelf 24. 

ears before he was circumciſed)? and with his Wiſdom till to conſtitute 
his Goſpel-Church of Parents to practiſe his Ordinances, and of their 
Children'to partake of the Grace of eternal! Life, without being concerned 
in the Pr..&tice of his Ordinances in their Infancy, fince Chrilt is come 3 
e/pecially conſidering, that Chriſt himſelf did not appoint thoſe very In- 
fants who were brought to him, to have-his Ordinances impoſed upon + 
them ? 

If Mr. Firmin be not fatisfied with this Reply, then let me tell him it 
becomes no Man, no not Mr. Firmin himſelf, ro propound ſuch an un- 
learned Queſtion, which is guilty of no more reaſon than this : Since 
God was 10 gracious, and it did conlilt with his Wiſdom to give Abra- 
bam a Command to offer up his beloved Son as a Sign of Chritt to come; 
why may it not conſiſt with his Grace and Wiſdom, for us of our own - 
Heads without any Command from God, to offer up every one his 
dearelt Child in remembrance that Chriſt is come ? 

Sir , What may, or may not confiſt with the Wiſdom of God inrela- 
tion to his Church-conftitution, and our ſerving him in matters of Reli- 
gion, mult not be concluded from the likenefs which we fancy to be be- 
tween his former Inſtitutions, and our own, or others Inventions 3 but 
from ſuch Directions as he has given us by the Metliah,which was to teach 
us all things, John 4. both concerning our ſeives, and concerning our 
Infants. 

And we do therefore know that it was not conſiſtent with the Wiſdom 
of God to conſtitute his Goſpel-Church, fo as to impoſe Goſpel-Ordinan-- 
ces upon Infants (although he did impoſe Legal Ordinances upon them) 
Becauſe Chriſt (who is the Wiſdom of God) hath revealed no ſuch thing 
to his Apoliles, nor they to us, 

And like as ye know it to be inconſiſtent with the Wiſdom of God, to 
bring little Children fo into the Church, as to partake of the Lord's Ta- 
ble, becauſe. God hath required Faith and Humiliation in every one that 
comes to that holy Manducation : So we- do know it to be inconfiftent 
with the Wiſdom of God to bring Infants ſo into his Church, as to par- : 
take of holy Baptiſm, becauſe Repentance, whereby Sin is forſaken; and-- 
Faith to believe God's: Promiles, is required by him of thoſe that he re- 
quires to be baptized, You ſee: then that we do not deny Infants to be- 


of the Church, in ſuch ſort axto obtain Salvation, With them that _— 
| ſaved; ; 
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Taved 3 although we deny them to be in the Church in your ſexce. But 
let us hear your ſecond Queſtion. | 
Mr. Firmin's Queſt. 1I, | 

« If God hath repealed his Covenant with the believing Fews Seed, 
&« turned their Children out of the Church, and deny them Baptiſm, tho 
< the Fews truly believe in Chriſt come 3 what hath God left in the room 
& of thele, that carry any ſhew-ot his Bleſſing, or good Will towards their 
© Children during their Intant-ftate ? 

| Anſwer, 

The Words Covenant and Church, as uſed by Mr. Firmiz, are ambi- 
guous, I do not hind that Abraham, nor 1ſaac neithcr, were out of the 
Church til! they were circumciſed. It's evident Abraham's Seed was in 
Covenant before they were eight days old, even as it was a peculiar vi- 
fible Church-Covenant, elle all that were uncircumciſed for torty years 
in the \Wilderneſs were out of the Church and Covenant, 

Mr. Firmin hinifelt believes that Infants are in the Covenant, and in 
the Church alſo, before they be iprinkled by him. For this is the Minor 
of one of his Arguments, p. 103. But Children of believing Parents are 
Church-members, and this before you ſprinkle them. Now, Sir, if your 
Poctrine be true 3 then it is not our waiting for a fit time to baptize 
our Children, which turns them out of the Church, nor does God for 
cur ſo foing tura them out of the Church 3 any whit more than your 
waiting a fit time,(and you make it perhaps twenty, thirty, or forty years) 
for your bringing your Children to the Lord's Table, turns them out of 
the Church. Indeed if they live to years, and chuſe ſinful ways, they 
then turn themſelves out of that Relation they had to God and his Peo- 
ple in their Infancy, by virtue of God's gracious Cuvenant 3 and they 
thus turning his Mercy into Jndgment, ſhall periſh whether yours or ours, 
The Caſe is equal, I need {ay no more to a wiſe Man. 7 

Yet I add, That the believing Jews, and their Infants alſo, were now 
made free from the Jewiſh Church-ſtate, Gal.5. 1. But neither they nor 
their Infants were deprived of any place in the Church, which was need- 
ful for them in their reſpective capacities 3 yet the Parents had many Du- 
ties upon them which the Infants had not, and of thefe the Baptiſm of 

.Repentance was one 3 they had alſo Priviledges which the Infants had 
not, of which the Lord's Table was one. Yet the little Children had 
:theſe Priviledges which the Children of Unbelievers had not. Firſt to be 
Aevotcd to God by the Prayers of the Church, warranted therein by the 
Example of Chrilt, who when little Cliildren were brought to him for 
Prayer, did not refuſe but perform it, and wills that little Children be 
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brought to him 3 and accordingly we do dedicate our Children to him 
from the Womb, according to our Capacity. 

2, Little Children are alſo by this means (es. e. of their Parents Con- 
verſion ) under the Bleiling of an early Education in the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion 3 by which means ( through God's Blefling) I have known ome - 
who were not ſprinkled in Infancy, attain to more true Knowledg of 
Chriſtianity, and Experience of the Work of Grace ( to far as Man may 
judg) at 7 or 8 years of Age, than multitudes of thole who were {prink- 
led in their Infancy, have attained at the Age of 70 or 8o years. 

3. Our gracious God by Jeſus Chriſt hath left us an open Declaration 
that the Kingdom of Heaven belongs to Infants, in which Declaration he 
has not excepted ſo much as one of them. This is more than Circumci- 
fion, and more clear than any thing before declared concerning Infants, 
tho there was evidence of God's Love to them before, 

From all which. you may ſee, that God hath left us in the room of 
Circumciſion, a far more excellent Teſtimony of his ſaving pleafure con- 
cerning Infants than that was, or any legal Rite whatſoever. 

As tor Mr. Baxter's Argument which you borrow, *tis anſwered in 
what is ſaid to your Queſtions, Howbeit, I have more particularly An- 
ſwered it in my Examination of no leſs than five hundred Queries, ga- 
thered by one of his Admirers out of his voluminous Works ; all which 
have been redargued by a proportionable number of Anti- Queries, in 
which all his Devices for Poedorantiſmn, is in ſome meaſure dilcovered to 
be but the cunning craftineſs of human ſubtilty, or a copious Brain. OF 
whoſe Books on this Subje&, and Dr. Hammonds alſo, take thus the 
Judgment of a Learned Doctor of the Church of England now living : 
I bave ſeen what my learned and worthy Friend Dr. Hammond, Mr, Bax- 
ter, andothers ſay in defence of [" Infant Baptiſm ;, and muſt confeſs 1 
do not a little wonder that Men of fo great Parts ſhould ſay ſo much to ſo 
little purpoſe ;, for 1 have not yet ſeen any thing liz; an \Argument far it, 
Dr. Barlows Letter to Mr. Tombs. 

Thus much in Anſwer to your Queſtions, See more in the laſt Part. 


One thing I take ſpecial notice of in your Diſcourſe of Infants. You tie 
up the Salvation of all Infants that ſhall be ſaved, to their having Faith 
ſome way ; yea, you ſay, elſe they muſt all periſh. p. go. And you allow 
Faith to no more Infants than are elected m your {eme of Election. The 
relt of Infants, even of believing Parents, ure reprobate and damned, for 
all the Noiſe which ye make of their Covenant-Intereſt, Church-Member- 


ſhip, Holineſs, &c. 
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Miſerable Infants ! If there be none to plead your cauſe better than 
Mr. Firmin has done, it*s uncertain whether {Oo much as one of you ſhall 
be ſaved out of a thouſand. 

And whillt his Book may cauſe many weak Readers to think that Cir- 
cumcition did, and that Infant-Baptiſm doth great things toward their Sal- 
tion, it's evident he cam believe no ſuch thing himſelf. For if they be 
eleft, ſaved they ſhall be tho they be not baptiſed : And for thole Intants 
which are reprobated, damned they muſt*be tho they be baptiſed. 

He is fo far from making Baptiſm of Infants to be of that Concernment 
which you may imagine from ſome Paſſages in him, that he plainly tells 
you, p. 20. That he does not think that a ſound Believer dying without 
Baptiſm ſhall be damned: And then how an innocent Infant dying with- 
out Baptiſm ſhould bedamned, is not ealy to be imagined. But, by his 
favour, if ſuch a Believer had opportunity to be baptiſed, and neglected 
his Baptiſm, he will hardly paſs for a ſound Believer in the Day of Judg- 
ment 3 becaule i thi thing he believed not his Lord, who told him, This 
#t becomes us to fulfil all Righteouſneſs, Mat. 3. 15, Deut. 1, 33, AF. 3. 
22, 23, AndI muſt in Faithfulneſs tell Mr. Firmin, that ſuch a found 
Believer I take him to be, for after all the Improvement which he tells us 
he has made of his Fathers Covenant, ( which would make a well Man 
lick even to ſee what pittiful work he makes with it, pag. 68, 69, 70, 
71. ) for after all his ſhifting from Poſt to Pillar, he only gets Stomach 
to rejett the Counſel of God againſt himſelf, being not baptiſed with the 
Baptiſm of Repentance for the Remiſſion of Sins, as ſome of the Learned 
have done before him, Zak. 7. 30. | 

And ſeeing it is the known Practice of Infant-ſprinklers to ſprinkle 
them when they are faſt aſleep, and it is odds but Mr. Firmin was aſleep 
when he was ſprinkled and crofſed, and therein theſe wonderful things 
done. which he talks of, without Scripture or Reafon to warrant his Con- 
ceits, I defire to know of him what Ground any Man hath, his Parents or 
himſelf, to baptiſe any Perſon when they are aſleep ? This is no idle Enqui- 
xy, but calls for the Conſideration of all ſerious Chriſtians, 

In theſe and the following Pages you will tnd- this to be Mr. Firmin's 
ſenſe : That the Covenant as it concerns Infants, hath two Parts, th#in- 
ward, and the outward : That ſome Infants have the outward Part who 
are not concern'd in the inward Part, and that the fir(t fort of Intants 
cannot fall, but the reſt may and ſhall fal], becauſe they have not ſeminal 
Faith and Regeneration, but only reputative Faith, And yet {ure this 
was not the: Infants Fault, for it could not chuſe of what Seed it ſhould 
be produced. And what the Seminal Faith is, I ſuppoſe Mr. Firmin 
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may know as much as thoſe Infants do whom he tuppoſes to have it - 
Dr. Hammond was a great Man tor Infant-{prinkling, yet he rejccts this 
Fable of Mr. Firmin's : For he tells us, he mutt contels that-Faitl i; 19 
icccfarily tounded in Underttanding, that be which hath not Underſl and- 
ng, cannot have Faith. And Dr. 7 aylor contcſles, whether Intants tyave * 
Faith, is a Queſtion to be diſputed by thoſe who care not how much they 
affirm, and how little th: y prove. 

This damning all Inta:;.- which have not Faith, I take to be a very dam- 
nable Doctrine » becaute ic 1eprelents God to be fo cruel, as to make mil- 
lions - * I1iants on purpoſe to fend them to Hell, who could by no means 
help .- ix want ct Faith, What Man would kill his new-born Child, 
becaiie it does not call him Father as ſoon as it is born ? And ſhall mor-. 
tal Man be more jul than Gud, ſhall Man be more righteous than his 
Maker ? 

lam aſhamed of the Doctrine of our Presbyterians and Independents, 
which, as I am informed, teach that Infants are yelling in Hell, yea that 
Iatants of a Span long, are yelling in Hell. 

I am allo aſhamed of Mr. Firmin's Conceit, pag. go. where from . 
Dr. Ants he would have us believe, that an Infant 1 as capable of apaſ- 
ſrve Reception of Chriſt and Grace, as a Man. Now if this be true, that 
Men are no moie capable to ſuffer the Grace of God to a& upon their 
Souls than Infants, I am perſuaded they would fare better than they are 
like to do. For it js certain if Infants receive any thing of Chriſt or 
Grace, it is meerly by Miracle, as in the caie of John the Baptist, when 
he was in the Womb : and hence it muſt needs follow, that unleſs God 
will work a Miracle upon every one ©: t!.e Beginning ot his Convertion, 
he is excutable ; according to this Fancy of Dr. Ames and Mr. Firmin, 

I; not this an Adulterous Generatzon, who without a Mizacle will not 
admit that any Man can receive Chritt more than an Infint, who it's cer- 
rain cannot receive him without a Mirac!- ? ? 

But let ſuch vain Diſputers know, that the Record which God hath 
given of his Son, concerning his i-eath aud ttefurrection, will be ſuffici- 
ent to leave them without excute if they bclieve it not. and that it is 
their Duty (not the Duty of Infants) to 1-cerve Ciritt as made known to 
them in his Doctrine, which if they believe not, it thall judg them ( not 
Infants) in the Jatt Day. 

Some indeed do abuſe Epheſ. 1. 19, 20. to uphold this talſe Opinion, 
that none can believe without ſuch a Power as by whica Chritt was rai- 
fed from the dead, Whereas it is evident, the Aj-vi.le only (ſhews that the 
Faith-of Chriſtians agrees with, or is according to the Power of God, 
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which he wrought in Chritt when he raiſed him up from the dead, 5. e. 
they doubt not at all, but that the ſame God which had Power to raiſe 
up Chritt trom the dead, has Power to do whatſoever he pleaſes, and fo 
tO raiſe us up alſo by his Power, 1 Cor.6, 14. 2 Cor. 4. 14. For the 
Power by which Chriſt was raiſed from the dead, being, irreliftable, all 
the Power of Men and Devils cannot refift it. All that have true Faith, 
do believe that no Power ſhall be able to withſtand God in the Reſurre- 
ion, but that his People ſhall be raiſed from Death to Life, and ſet with 
Chriſt in Glory, maugre the Devil and all his Power, 

But the Power of God's Grace by which God works in Men in an or- 
dinary way, is not irreliſtable; Te do always reſiſt the Holy Ghoſt, At.7. 
51. and 13.46, Chriſt marvelled at the Unbeliet of the Fews, ar. 6.6. 
becauſe they had a ſufficiency of means by which to believe, otherwiſe he 
could not have marvelled at their Unbelief. But what needs many words? 
Unbelief ſhall be the condemning Sin, Fohr 3. 18, 19. Mark 16. 16. 
It follows therefore againſt all Contradiction, that Men periſh not for want 
of an Obje& of Faith, but becauſe they reject that Object, and negle& 
that great Salvation which God offers them, Heb. 2. 1, 2, 3. otherwiſe 
it will follow thart all which ſhall be damned, were created to be damned 
without any Remedy, And how unlike this is to that God whoſe tender 
Mercies are over all his Works, and to that Chriſt who wept for the De- 
ſtrution of his Enemies, Luk. 19. 41, 42. let all Men of Reaſon judg, 
as they would judg in any caſe where Juſtice and Mercy muſt both ſtand 
mviolate. 

This ſtrange Doctrine of damning the greateſt Part of the World, and 
that before the World was, is ſo pernicious, that it makes God Author of 
all Sin for which Daranation is due. For if he have deſtin'd the greateſt 
Part of the World, Infants and grown Perſons, to a damned State, with- 
out any Intention of their Salvation, or means to prevent their Deſtru- 
ion, becauſe it was his Pleaſure to damn them. He that was thus Au- 
thor of their End, mult alſo be Author of that which conduces to the end ; 
but far be this from God. 

And let it be far from us tothink thus hardly of God, that he ſhould 
be ſo unmercitul, as to ſend poor Infants to Hell-torments, who only had 
time in this World to cry and die, and ſometimes too to die betore they 
could cry. 
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Preſumption no Proof ; 
OR 


Mr. Petto's Arguments for Infant-Diſcipleſhip and 
Baptiſm, ( onſidered and Anſwered. 


P AR Th, L 


R. Petto entitles his Book, Infant-Baptiſm of Chriſt's Ap- 
pointment, and lays down this Poſition, That it i the Will 
of Chriſt that ſome Infants ſhould be baptiſed; But why 
{ome, and not ſome ? Are Infants fo diverlitied in the Will 

of Chriſt, as that he has excepted ſome of them ? It had been fit that the 
Scripture which excludes ſome Infants from Baptiſm,. andradmits other- 
ſome had been produced. But alas, this is only Man's Invention, and 
none of Chriſt's Diſtinction : they are equally precious in his Sight, yet 
he requires none of them to be baptiſed. 

Two things you premiſe before you ſet down your Arguments, 

TI. You complain that ſome call for plain Scripture for Infant-baptiſm, 
and ſpeak. ſlightly of __ Conſequences, But this is your Miſtake : it 
they be Scripture Conſequences rightly deduced ( as you fee to allow 
they mult be ſuch) then you have no Adverlary. But perhaps you are 
diſpleaſed that your Conſequences are not taken for ſuch as our Saviour's 
was, for you quote Mat. 22. 31, 32. but his Deductions are unqueſtio- 
nable, yours are not, and why may not our Conſequences be equally va- 
luable with yours ? 

2, You are pleaſed to tell us,There # no expreſs Scripture againſt In- 
fant-baptiſm, therefore Infants may be baptiſed, And this Argument is 
luttciently anſwered, by ſaying, 


There 
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There is no expre}$ Scripttre for Infam-baptiſm, therefore Tnfant-bap. 
tiſm may be onatted. It you fly to Conlequences for it, *tis odds but we 
ſhall ind as good Conſequences againlt it, 

But I will deny the Contegr ce ot your Argument, and anſwer it by 
an Author of your own. w!'s writes thus : 

All things in Gea 58} « ſhip muſt have a Warrant out of God's Word ; 


muſt be commanasd, It's no! | - ugh that it's nit forbidden, or what 
hurt ts there in it ? bit : commanded, When any Creature 15 rat- 
ſed in a religious way avs... it bath by Nature , if 1 have not Scrip- 


ture to warrant me, I ani 4 ſup (rittos, We muſt be willing 
Worſhippers, we muſt not be will-l/o-{1ppers. Yeu jee how ſevere 
God was to Nadab- and Abihu, but jo; taking other Fire than that nhich 
God appointed, tho there was no dirett Command againſt it. —In mat- 
ters of Worſhip God ſtands upon little things. For there 1 nothing 
wherein the Prerogative of God aoes more appear than in Worſhip. Thus 
he. To which we add Tertull:an's Rule : If it be ſaid, it 15 lawful, becauſe 
the Scripture doth not forbid it : it may equally be retorted, it ts therefore 
not lawful becanſe the Scripture doth not command it, 

And truly by your Argument (as of all that's brought it is the beſt) 
you will never be able to withitand any Innovation, which is not expreſly 
torbidden in Scripture. And then why do you diſguſt the Common- 
Prayer, with the Rites and Ceremonies there required, which are not ex- 
preſly forbidden, more than your ſprinkling Infants ? Nay, the Church 
of Rome will by this Argument ſtand on equal Terms with you, for many 
of her Ceremonies which you difallow ; For admt one Error,and a thou- 
ſand wilt follow, Thus, by your Argument, Men may run they know not 
whither, and return they know not when. I now come to your two main 
Arguments, for this you ſeem not much to reſt upon ; but you ule it ad 
hominem, 0 


Mr. Petto's firſt Argument for Infant-Diſcipleſbip. 
Some Infants are ſo diſcipled, as to have the Name of the Father, 


Son, and holy Spirit upon them. Therefore by the Will of Chriſt they 
are to be baptiſed. 


Anſwer. This Argument ſuppoſes that ſome Infants have the Name 
of Father, Son, and Spirit upon them betore they be baptifed, This I take 
to be the newelt Piece of Doctrine in the World, and therefore multi needs 
enquire what Infants theſe are ? How Mr, Petto knows them from others ? 
And at what time before their Baptiſm, and alſo by whom this Name'1s 
pat upon them, and in what _— it is done ? For all thele things -- 

ought 


> 
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onght to know, before ( according to his own Logick.) he may baptiſe 
them, 

Till he do this ( and he muſt do it well too ) I deny his Antecedent : 
Saying alſo, that no Infants are diſcipled at all, much lets fo as to have the 
Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon them:>._ My Realons ate 
ſuch as thele. 

1, God hath not made this diſtinction in Goſpel-times between ſome 
Infants and other ſome, {o as to diſciple ſome of them, by putting the Name 
of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon them. He has taken down the Wall 
of diſtinction between Few and Gentzle,accounting, the one as clean as the 
other, Af. 10- 28. And has given the ſame Order for diſcipling to all 
Nations, Matth. 2g. 19. but not a word in that Order to put his Name, 
of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon any Perſon before they be baptiſed. 

2. No Man has Authority by the Word of God to make Infants Diſ- 
ciples at all, much leſs by putting the Name of Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit upon them before Baptiſm. But the only Way aflign'd by God to 
make Diſciples, is, firſt, by preaching the Goſpel to them, ark 16. 15. 
Preach the Goſpel to every Creature, which ſhews the true Intent of our 
Saviour in the Verb, ua, Ki&omre, to which you refer us : And onr 
Criticks do allow that it ſignifies an actual teaching both in the Hebrew 
and Greek. But the beſt Interpreter of that Verb, is the Pratice of 
our Saviour and his Apoſiles, who made Diſciples by actual teaching, 
Fohn 4. 1. 4o,Xlos mad, plainly evincing the Truth of this. 

3. If, it could be proved that the Name of the Trinity were upon the 
Infants of Chriſtians ; yet this would not bear your Conclution, that they 
mult be baptiſed, any more than it will bear Aguſtin's Conclution, that 
they ought to partake of the Lord's Table. Dr. er. Taylor, and Dr. Bar- 
low contels you may do both 25 well as either, and that the Wit of Man can- 
net ſhew a difference in the Sanftions, And indeed all your Arguments 
for Intants Church-Memberſhip and Baptiſm ( if they were good ) might 
be improved againſt you concerning, the other Ordinance 3 for admit one 
Error, and another will follow. But let us examine your Scriptures by 
which you would prove your Antecedent. 

1. You bring Matth. 28. 19. wa, kWmrle, Diſciple ye all Nations. 
Now if theſe Words did oblige the Apoſiles to par the Name of Father, 
Son, and Holy Spirit upen all Perſons or Nations before Baptiſm, it quite 
ſpoils your Aryument, which would reſtrain it to fome Infants only. 
Why do you thus abuſe the Word ? Did the Apoſtles put the Name of the 
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon any one Infant ? Is not the Scripture 1i- 
lent as to this ? Or did they put the Name &c. upon any to whom they: 
preached, 
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preached, till they received their Do&trine ? Or did they do this before 
they baptiſed them ? In that ſolemn Inſtitution they did put the Name of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon all ſuch as gladly received the Word, 
Att. 2.40. Af.1o.ult. And for this they had full Authority, Matth. 
28. 19, Mark 16. 15, 16. even to preach to, and fo to diſciple all Nati- 
ons, baptiling them, viz. Mathetas ſubintelligitur in verbum Matheruſate, 
as the Practice ot Chritt had direfted them. Fobn 4. 1. Jeſus made and 
baptiſed more Diſciples than Fohn. And Junixs and Tremelizy adds the 
Particle Et : Ite ergo, docete omnes populos, & baptiſate eos, &c. 

2, Tou tell us, they are Diſciples, not only who attually learn, but who 
are in the Schoal of Chriſt hs Church in order to their future Learning. 
This is not true : 1, Infants are not in the School or Church of Chrilt, 
as it is a School to learn any thing whilſt they are Infants. God has nei- 
ther bound his Miniſters to teach them whilſt ſuch, nor enabled them to 
lean as fich, If youſay this future teaching reſpe&s not the time of their 
Infancy 3 then were you very fallacious in your Argument : for this will 
prove all the Infants in the World to be Diſciples, as well as any of them, 
iecing Chriſt's Church is the Light of the World, and: all that come to 
Years of Diſcretion, having opportunity, are bound to learn of her. 2. But 
yet it does not follow that all who are under preſent means of Inſtruction, 
are therefore to be accounted Diſciples. For you know many heard 
Chrilt preach, who yet were none of his Diſciples, but his Perſecutors 3 
many heard his Apoſtles teach, who yet were not their Diſciples, for 
they put the Word of God from them, and judged themſelyes unworthy 
of eternal Life. I ſuppoſe alſo that all that hear Mr. Petto are not his Diſ- 
ciples, how much leſs poor Infants that never heard him at all. And here 
I require Mr. ©. to name one Infant that he ever made a Diſciple accor- 
ding to atth. 28. and that will do more a great deal than his empty 
Dictates. 

3. You bring AF. 8. 3. andg..1. which ſhews how Saul made havock, 
of the Churches, —_ tato every Houſe, haling Men and Women to Pri- 
ſon, and that he breathed out Slaughter againſt the Diſciples. Sure you 
may bluſh to bring ſuch Texts to prove Infants Dilciples z nor will A. 
I 5. 10. bear your Inference. The falſe Apoſtles would indeed have had 
the Diiciples among the Gentiles to have been circumcis'd: but it does not 
follow at all, that every one were Diſciples whom they would have cir- 
cumcited. This is jutt ſuch a Conſequence as this 3 You would have In- 
fants to be ſprinkled : Ergo, all are Infants whom ye would have {prink- 
led. This Conſequence you will deny, becauſe you would have others 
allo ſprinkled who are no Infants. And for the fame realon 1 deny ar 4 
| | Conle- 
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Conſequence, forthe falſe Apoſtles would. have cixcumcis'd fome who 


were no Diſciples, to wit, Intants, | | 
You bring here Ger. 17. ( but this we will conſider anon) and Ads 


® 21. 4,5. This Place intorms us, That the Diſciples told Paul by the Spi- 


rit that he ſhould not go up to Jeruſalem, I it polhble +;,, . 
that * Rides ar ful es here, ſhould be of ioedy- 
the number of theſe Diſciples, I: is true, ?cis ſaid that the Growth or Sta- 
Wives and Children went with Paul to the Sea-ſhore, and ***, 9ut Bee- 
kneeled down and prayed. But aze all Children Intants ? < s; "” 
Or, if there were any Infants, did they kneel down upon | 
the Sea-ſhore and pray with Paxl ? And if not, to what purpoſe has he 
brought theſe Scriptures ? | 

4.He bxings a Cloud of other Scriptures in Figures, for had he read them 
his Folly would have been ſeen with more eaſe. .. Let us hear what thele 
Scriptures ſay; 1 Pet. 1.15. As he which hath called you # holy, ſo be 
ye holy in all manner of Converſation. Heb. 7. 26. For ſuch an high 
Prieſt became us who is holy : What muſt theſe Places prove ? 1 will tet 
down your own Words : As to the Name of the Trinity. that of being holy 
& attributed often to Father, Son and Holy Spirit. Andtbu very Name 
of the Lord [holy] he hath impoſed upon the Children of Believers. But 
what a wretched Conſequence is here ? as if it would follow that all for 
whom Chriſt offered up himſelf, or for whom he was God's High-Prieſt, 
has thereupon the Name of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit on them ? Why 
according to this Logick Saul hatthe Name of Father, Son, and Holy Spi- 
rit upon him, when he perſecuted all that called on that Name. And the 
——_ is very plain, that whilſt we were Enemies, Chrijt died for #s: but 
we had not then the Name of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit impoſed onus. 
And how follows it, that becauſe Chriſtians are exhorted to be holy in all 
manner of Converſation, that therefore Infants are diſcipled, ſo as to have 
the Name of Father, San, and Holy Spirit upon them, Might not a Man 
by this kind of reaſoning prove that all the Infants in the World have the 
Name of the Father, Sor, and Holy Spirit upon them : 1 am ſure that God 
is the God of the Spirits of all Fleſh, and that all Nations are in reſpe& 
of his gracious Providence, his People, and Sheep of his Paſture, and ex- 
horted to enter into his Ways with Praiſe and kſgiving, Pal. 100. 

The Places you bring from the Epiſtle to the Epheſians, cap. 1. 13. and 
4. 30. informs us that after Men believed, they were ſealed with the Holy 
Sptrit z this ſhews theſe Perſons were no Infants, Rom. 11. 16. ſhews 
that an holy Root bas holy Branches > 1 Pet. 2.9. tells us Chriſtians are 
echoſen Generation, a rayal Prieſt-hood, a holy Nation, a peculiar Peo- 
C 
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ple, that you ſhould ſhew forththe Praiſes of him that hath called you out 
of Darkneſs into his marvellous Light. As for Rom. 11. 16. it evidently 
refers to the great things which God will do when he calls the Jews, , 
which were caſt off, and (o it little concerns our Queſtion 3 otherwiſe it 
were eaſy to ſhew that at that time , how holy foevex Abraham had 
been, yet his Children were prophane enough. But Mr. Perto's Drift is 
to make Men believe that each of them” ( whom he calls Believers ) are 
a holy a Root in reſpett of conferring Church-Priviledges, as Abraham 
was, and ſo their Children muſt needs be holy for Baptiſm. But this is 
a very.unlawful Conſequence 3 ſeeing Abraham never did, nor ever can 
confer that Holineſs upon ſo much as one of his Offspring, which ſhall 
entitle them to Baptiſm ; becauſe Every particular Perſon's Repentance 
and Faith is required as the true Antecedents to Baptiſm, as is granted 
. by the Church of England in her Catechiſm. But how well ſhe keeps to 
her Doctrine therein, admits of conſideration. 

Upon 1 Cor. 7. 14. you teach, that Infants are holy by ſeparation to 
God and his Service, But, Sir, can you tell us what Service of God In- 
fancs are fit for ? If other Men may judg as well as you, 'then as they are 
not able to ſerve God in ſpiritual things, ſo God requires it not of them 
whilſt Infants. But-ſo ſtrangely are you tranſported here, that you tell 
us from Mr, Cotton, That Sin it ſelf 1 funttified to Believers, This is 
another Strain of new DoGtrine z and will it not follow from your Do- 
Qrine that Sin hath the Name of Father, Son, and holy Spirit upon it ? 
Let Mr. Cotton look to it : You muſt have a care how you take up ſuch 
Notions. | 

You will by no means admit the Holineſs here mentioned to be meant 
of a Matrimonial or Legitimate Holineſs. And yet I] pray what SanQtifica- 
tion of the Unbeliever can that be but Matrimonial, fo as the believing 
Husband and the unbelieving Wife might cohabit together as Husband and 
Wife without Sin ?. The Childrens Holineſs is derived from this San&ifi- 
cation of the Unbeliever, ( as the Word elſe, being rightly referred, does 
ſhew it doth.) This Holineſs therefore in true Contiruction of the place 
is moſt fitly interpreted (as Eraſmus doth expound it ) of Legitimacy, 
and ſo did the eminent Man Auguſtine of Hippo (long before Eraſmwm) 
take the ſence 3. for he tells us, whatſoever that Holineſs is, it 1s certain 
5 6s not of Power to make Chriſtians, or remit Sins, 

5. The Figures which you give us out of the Old Teſtament, are Lew. 
19. 2. and 20. 7. Exod. 16.6. Dent. 7.6. and 14. 2. and 26. 19, and 
28. 9. All which do ſhew, That God was the Lord; that lirael ſhould 
know that he ts the Lord ; "that he is a holy God ;, and that they fhould be . 

| 4 
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# holy People. But what is all this toyour purpoſe ? God ſpake not theſe 


things to Infants 3, he tells us ſo himſelf : Demt. 11. 2. And kyow you 
this day : for I ſpeak. not with your Children, -which have not known, and 
which have not - ſeen the Chaſtiſement of the Lord your God, his Great. 
neſs, bis mighty Hand, and ſtretch'd out Arm, &c. ver. 7. but your Eyes 
have ſeen, &c, Therefore ye ſhall kgep all the Commandments, &c. 
Sure you have not proved your Argument by any thing you have yet 
brought tor that purpoſe, For, | 

By all that you have ſaid, it appears not, that ſome Infants are ſo diſci- 
pled, as to have the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon them, 
Nor are you able to name fo much as one ſuch Infant now in being, and 
conſequently you'can with no ſhew of Reaſon baptiſe them. I contider a- 
gain: Who mult do this previous Work to Infant-Baptiſm ? Muſt the 
ſame Miniſter do both ? And what Order have you to put the Name of 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt upon Infants twice, once before you ſprin- 
kle them, and then again when you ſprinkle them ? 

There is one thing remarkable from your ſelf and others in theſe later 
times, who eſpouſe this Controverly. You all ſeem to be convinced that 
none are to be baptiſed but Diſciples, according to Marth. 28. 19. and 
indeed the Text 1s fo very clear to that purpoſe, that it cannot be denied. 
But when I behold the miſerable Shitts you are put'to,- to prove Infants 


Diſciples according to Chriſt's Commiſion, Hatth. 28. 19. I do with 


the greateſt Admiration bewail your Unhappineſs 3 and cannot tell how 
to imagine that any wiſe Men among you does really believe your ſelves 
in'what you ſay on that account. And ſure I am the Papiſts have as 
ſtrong a pretence from Hoc e## Corpus meum, for their Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, as you have from atherenſate for Infant-Diſcipleſhip,' - | 


And to ſpeak freely, they are both incredible things 3 all Senſe and - 


Experience militates equally againſt both Opinions. If they be Truths, it 
mult be becauſe they are both Miracles: but then they want the Cha- 
racer of true Miracles 3 for they are no ways demonſtrable that there is 
any Miracle at all in either of them 53 we are only told that they are fo, 
5. e. that the Bread in the Euchari## is 'Real Fleſh , That the Child in 
your Rantiſm is born again of Water and Spirit, made a Diſciple of 
Chrift, &'c. but no mortal Man knows 'any of theſe things to be true. 
And what is it that we may not believe, if we muſt believe ſuch things 
as theſe? Prayer for, the Dead, Purgatory fire, &c. will come 'upon us 
armed with our own Arguments, it we-adrit the fortmer, 

And to conclude, as to your firft Argument, Give me leave'to fay, if 
your Heaxers can receive your Diftates, and ill-prov*d Affirmations, 1 
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now one but they may believe you in whatſoever you will be pleaſe to: 
fell..t I: k « 4 . dell ie 
; What you fay of the Antiquity of lafant-Baptiſm, I ſhall here conſis. 
dex in few words z, for lince you inliſt only upon Cyprien's Teſtimony, 
whole Grounds for Infant-Baptiſm you confeſs to be unſound ; I need fay 
little here, that which was built upon bad Principles thep by him, and 
ſands upon as unſound ones now by you, does gain nothing by either, of 
you, But will you know that it is plainly granted by ſome of the moſk 
Learned of your way 3 That there is neither Precept nor Praftice in Scrip- 
ture for Infant- Baptiſm ( Here it wants the beſt Antiquity], nor any ju#Þ. 
Evidence for it for about two hundred Years after Chriit,—Tet it came in 
pon a groſs Miftake of the Scripture * that in what My. Baxter and Dy; 
Hammond has ſaid for it, there 5s nothing that looks like an Argument, 
Dr. Barlow. This 1s enough at preſent. 
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PART. Il. 
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Wherein is conſidered Mr. Petto's ſecond Argument, 
which he delivers in theſe Words ; 


If ſome Infants be viſibly or externally in the Covenant which 
God made with Abraham, #hew by the Will of Chriſt they are to 
be baptized, \ 

*  Bnt ſome Infants are viſibly or externally in the Covenant 
which God made with Abraham : 

Therefore by the Will of Chriſt they are to be baptized. 


Ty Efore I anſwer this Argument, I'ſhall conſider a few things: And, 
B 1. That (as Mr. Petro grants) God made the Covenant of Grace 
with Abraham, twenty four years before he gave vim the Covenant of 
Circumciſion, fee Ge. 12. 1, 2, 3, 4+. With. 17. 24. fo that the Cove- 
nant of Grace had no external Sign, as-it was made with Abraham, 
Gen. 12. But when God was pleaſed to add to this Covenant the Pro-” 
fniſc of the Land of Canaas,, & c.. then it was that he gave him the Law 
of Cucumcition.; and theſe additional Parts I take to be moſi properly, 
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if not only that which is the Covenant of Circumciſion. : 

2. It is to be underliood that Abrabar was not the only Perſon in the 
World, which was under the Covenant of Grace at this time, when God 
made Covenant with Abraham, Gen, 17. *Tis obſerved. by ſome that 
Salah lived after the Covenant of Circumciſion was made about 50 years. 
Arphaxad lived thirteen years after 3 and that Heber lived till Jacob was 
about twenty years old, which was long after Abraham died. Now 
theſe with elchiſedeck, (if he were not one of theſe) with many others 
( amongſt whom was jult Lot ) were.not only true W orſhippers of God, 
according to the Covenant of Grace, but ſome of them ſuperiour to 4- 
brabem himſelf, for elchiſedeck, bleſſed Abraham, being the King of 
Salem, and Prieft of the moit high God, 

3- And as neither theſe nor their Poſterity were liable to any loſs of 
the Covenant of Grace, by their not being circumciſed after the manner 
of Abraham; (o neither Fob, nor other worthy Men that were not of 
the Seed of Abraham according, to the Flelh, had any obligation to Cir- 
cumciſion : from whence it muſt needs follow that God intended not 
the ſign of Circumcilion to belong to-Perſons as they were in the Cove- 
nant of Grace, but that it was appropriate for ſome great Ends, reſpect- 
ing a ſpecial preſervation to the Family of Abraham, as of the Kindred 
from whom Chriſt ſhould proceed, and with whom he would preſence 
himſelf, in a Land of Promiſe, by a diſtin& way of Worſhip from all Na- 
tions, who at that time were falling very faſt into Idolatry. 

4. And beſides this, it is certain that this Sign of Circumciſion, was 
by God's Appointment to be affixed to ſome to whom the Covenant of 
Grace might ſeem to have the leaſt extent ( or at leaſt they did forteit 
all Intereſt init ) this was the caſe of 1hmael and Eſau, who proved ve- 
ry wicked : and it is to be queſtioned whether the Bondmen or Slaves in 
Iſrael had that Ceremony as a Badge of the Covenant of Grace, Men 
may talk mig of theſe things and prove little, or whether Circumciſion 
was a Seal of the Righteouineſs of Faith to any Perſon in the World fave , 
to Abraham: And in what ſence it was ſo to him ( who had ſo many. 
things peculiar: to him ) is nct caſy to be demonſtrated, : 

5. Our Practice in Religious Inſtitutes is not to be gathered from ſuch 
uncertain ConjeQtures, but to ttand upon the clear Direction of the Inſti- 
tuter, or the Practice of ſuch as God hath thought fit to make Precedents 
tous3'and it is certain we are not at all concerned inthe Law of Circume- 
Cilion, and for us to take our Rules thence for the Subjects of Baptiſm, 
is very childiſh and reflects Diſhonour upon Chriſt and his Apoſtles, who - 
never ſent us to learn Infant-Baptiſm from Infant-Circumcition, —_ 
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deed have they taught it at all. Theſe things premiſed I anſwer to the Ar- 
gument by theſe enſuing DiſtinQions. ; 

I. It by Covenant Mr. P. means the Covenant of Circumciſion (as he 
does, for he quotes Ger. 7.9, 10, 11. to prove his Aſſumption), and by 
tome Infants he means the Infants of Chriſtians as ſuch, as that is his 
meaning 3 then I deny his Minor, 

2. Or, if by Covenant, he mean that Covenant of Grace, Gen. 1 2. 
diltinftifrom the Covenant of Circumcifion 3 and by ſome Infants being 
in this-Covenant externally, he nieans Infants are concerned in the out- 
ward Profeſlion or Practice of Worſhip 3 ſtill I deny the Mor : for God 
by that Covenant of Grace, Ger. 12. never required the Performance of 
ſuch Duties of Infants. 

3. It by Covenant, he mean the gracious Pardon of Original Sin to 
ſome Infants only, or the Salvation of their Souls dying ſuch 3 and by 
ſome Infants he means that ſome few of them only are vitibly in that E- 
ſtate, and all the reſt in a vitible State of Damnation to Hell Torments ; 
ſtill 1 deny his A4zor. For God has not faid (and therefore Man ought 
not-to fay it) that ſo much as one*poor Intant ſhall be damned 3 but he is 
ſo far from that, that he has no Pleaſure in the Death of the Wicked, but 
rather that they turn and live 3 and hath.affured us that the Son ſhould 
not bear the Iniquity of the Father, which can only be true.m reſpe& of 
Damnation, for all Infants do bear the Sin of their Father Adam, and 
ſometimes in temporal Puniſhments they bear the Sin of their immediate 
Parents. . 

4. If his Arguments were ſo good natured, as to allow Infants indefinite- 
ly to be in a viſible State of Salvation, ( vz. a declared Right to the King- 
dom of Heaven, as their dear Saviour hath teſtified-they have ) yet I would 
deny the Conſequence of his Major,becauſe the Covenant of Grace,confi- 
;dered as abſtracted from the Covenant of Circumcilion, never required the 
Application of any Ceremony to Infants as a Pledg of it, either before the 
| Law, orasit is now eſtabliſhed by our Saviour in the Goſpel Qeconomy 3 
1o that his Conclution is far from Truth, which tells the World that by 
the Will of Chriſt ſome Infants are to be baptized, Now let us examine 
his Proof. 

I. He begins pag. 7. with Gen. 17. which ſpeaks not one word of Bap- 
tiſm 3 and himfelt tells us in the next Page, That the Covenant in Goſpel- 
times cannot be kept byCircumeiſion ; for-that, faith he, 1s abrogated, and 
ceaſed to be the Token of it, 1o that Gen. 17. can be no Proot for his 
Minor. But he quotes Att. 2. 38, 39. and Heb. 10. 16, 19, And this 
( he fays) #5 a full Command 4 baptiſe all in Covenant now. - 
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But for Anſwer, conſider that no more are commanded in this place to be 
baptiſed, than are firſt commanded to repent 3 nor 10 more were baptiſed, 
than gladly received the Word. And the Promiſe is exprelly of the pouring 
out of the Holy Ghoſt upon all Parents and Children, 4: God ſhall call 
them : But no Command nor Promiſe reſpecting, Baptiſm, and the Gift of 
the Holy Ghoſt, before the Lord ſhall call them, whether Parents or Chil- 
dren. Again, theſe Words, #, Tois Ti#4vois Vucy, to you and to your 
Children, is not applicable to Children in Infancy, but to a Succeſſion or 
Poſterity qualified for the things m__—_ and promiſed. 

That Text he brings out of Heb. 10. tells us, That God will write 
his Laws in the Minds, and put them in the inner Part of his People wn- 
der the new Covenant, and that he will remember their Iniquities no more. 
This is not meant of Infants, who as they have no Iniquities for God to 
remember, but only original Sin for him to pardon, as to the condem- 
ning Nature of it, ſo he never did remember their Iniquities. Nor-need 
they any Laws to be written in their Hearts during Infancy, for they can 
underſtand none, and God ſpeaks not with them about the Obſervation 
of his Laws, as he tells us Demt. 11. 2. 

The ſecond Commandment is brought to prove Infant-Baptiſm, but 
Mr. P. ſhould know it does not command any particular Form of Wor- 
ſhip at all. Only this is true what God has elſewhere inſtituted, and 
never repealed, the ſecond Commandment may ſerve to enforce the Per- 
formance of ſuch things. But here he beggs the Principle which he can- 
not prove, no not by Gen. 17, Let us hear the moſt Learned of his way 
(I meanin point of Iifant-ſprinkling ) ſpeak their Judgments, and theſe 
be their Words. * That Promiſe Gen. 17. 7. concerns li- 
zerally peculiar Protettion, and worldly Felicity, not the * Homal of 
Remiſſion of Sins and everlaſting Life. And anothet tells rape P+ 372, 
us, to argue from Circumciſion to Infant-Baptiſm is a cun- 5s 
ning Argument, by which it will follow-that Females are not 
to be baptized. 

_ Mr. P. tells us there is no Warrant to delay the Application of Baptiſm, 
And 1 grant it. But then he ſhould conſider that where there is no_Au- 
thority nor Capacity to diſpenſe Baptiſm, there is no delay. And this is 
the caſe of Infants : Nor does their being under the merciful Covenant 
of Salvation by Chriſt, oblige them to Duty in Infancy, becauſe they 
can perform none. And therefore your arguing from Federats to their 
being ſignats, is better Rhyme than Reaſon 3 for if you follow that Con- 
ſequence, it will unavoidably bring Infants to the Lord's Table, where 

| you 
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you will not be pleaſed with them. And pray conſider what Multitudes 
were federati before, and in, and after Abrabam's time, who yet in your 
own Judgment were not ſignats 3 fach were the Patriarchs before-menti- 
oned, and thoſe under their, Conduct ; fuch were the thouſands of Males 
who died before the eighth day in Iſrael. Such were all the Females, 
who alone were one halt of Abraham's Secd ; all theſe were federats, yet 
were none of. them ſignati. 

What you are pleaſed here to add of ſome that can, and ſome that cannot 
fall away, As it's impertinent, fo 1 think it far better tor Men to ceaſe 
ſuch idle Diſputes, and to exhort one another daily to take heed that they 
do not fall away. 

For my part I am far from thinking that amy Mancan ſtand by his own 
Strength, or do any thing in Religion as he ought without the Help of 
God : 1 likewiſe grant that-God does much more for ſome, than he - 
for all Men. Yet all this gives us no occaſion or Authority to tell any 
Perſon in the World, that ut is impoſſible for him to fall, ſo a to periſh, 
And it we may not tell another Man this conhdent Story, it's bad ventu= 
ring to tell our ſelves that we cannot fall ſo. 

I think it's only proper to ſay of God, He cannot lie, and then it fol- 
lows, all Men may lie ; and this Lie may, be their Ruin for ought they 
know 3 Rev. 21. 27. 

I will not diſpute whether there be a State attainable in this World, in 
which Men ſhall certainly be ſaved, I doubt it not : but when Men have 
got to that degree, is ſo hard to be demonſtrated, that I take him for no 
wiſe Man, that will affirm it of himſelf, or any other in particular. 

It remains therefore the beft way in the World to do as Paw did, 1 Cor; 
9. 27. Beat down the Body, and bring it into Subjeition, left while we 
Freach to others, we become Cait-aways. And if any contident Gentleman 
ſhall here tell nie the Word only intends reprovable, Tie make bold to tell 
him, he does neither -underſtand the Greek, nor his own Heart much 
better than I do, and that is not very perfectly, I will aſſuze him, 


Ger bs done with Mr. Petto's two main Arguments, we will now cone 


Mr. Petto's 


I 


Conſidered and Anſwered. '!2 


Mr. Petto's third Argument, pag. 39. 


Some Infants are viſibly Chriſt's, and ſo are Abraham's Seed; and 
hence he would :»fer their Baptiſm. He has many Words, and very ot- 
ten repeated, the ſubſiance-ot all has I think already been anſwered 3 how- 
ever {ceing he talks here of a threefold Seed of Abraham, under the Ti- 
tles of Natural, Spiritaal, and Eccleſiaſtical Seed, | will ſeriouſly conii- 
der the Scriptures which he brings to prove Infants to be the Eccleſtaſts- 
cal Seed of Abraham. For the Scriptures which he brings to deſcribe the 
Spiritual Seed of Abraham, ſpeaks not one word of Infants. Gal. 3. S, 
9. ſhews that God would juſtify the Heathen through Fauh, and concludes 
thus 3- So. then they which be of Faith, arebleſſed with faithful Abraham, 
This is not ſpoken of Infants, yet they ſhal lbe bleſſed. 

The Texts he brings to prove Infants to be the Eccleſraftical Seed of 
Abraham, are many. tirlt, Matth. 25. 1, 2. where the Kingdom of 
Heaven is compared to wiſe and fooliſh Virgins : but I ſuppoſe no wite 
Man takes Infants to be of either fort, tor they are neither wiſe nor fooliſh, 
but they are innocent. x 

Two Texts more we have, Rom. 11.20. Fohn 15.6. where we learn 
that the Fews were broken off for Unbelief,, and the Gentiles 5tood by Faith 
that ſome Branches in Chri#t not bearing Fruit are taken away, and thoſe 
which bear Fruit are purged to bring forth more Fruit : But what all this 
i5 to Infants no Man can tel, 

He quotes theſe over again, and with them Matth. 19. 14. Afark 10. 
13, 14. Like 18. 15. Matth. 16.18. Rom. 16. 16, 1 Cor. 12, 27. 
Rev. 1. 12, 13, 20. Now he that from theſe Texts would prove In- 
fants to be Abraham's Ecclefiaftical Seed, mult prove that in the three 
friſt Texts, the Word Kingdom mult needs fignify the Church-militant, 
and that Chriſt admitted theſe Infants into the Church by Baptiſm, or 
elſe that they have Authority to do more than Chriſt himfelt did : For it 
theſe very Infants were not baptiſed, they muit have very great Conti- 
dence that can pretend from hence to hind 'ground to baptiſe others. 

The next Chriſt tells Peter, that he would build his Church upon a Rock, 
But muſt all that are ſaved be Abraham's Eccleſiaitical Seed ? Sure 
fome Infants may be ſaved who were never bailed for all this. Rom. 
16. 16. bids Chriſtians ſalute one another wi:h an holy Kiſs, and tells 

them alſo that the Church of Chrift ſalutes them, | lee nothing from 
hence to prove Infants viſibly Chriſt*s, ſo as ro be Abraham's Seed ſure 
his Propoſition will fail of Proof, 
D The, 
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The Apoſile, r Cor. 12. 27. tells the Corinthians that they were the 
Body of Chrift, and Members in particular. But not one word to prove 
that there was one Infant of this Communion. Yet all Members ot that 
one Body were partakers of that one Bread, in which their Unity was 
demonſirated, Rev. 1. 12, 13, 14. only deſcribes the Viſion that John 
aw of the Son of God, and the ſeven Golden Candleſticks. But no Man 
can yet find in any of theſe Candleſticks ſo much as one Infant concern'd 
bearing up the light of Truth in the profeſſion of the Goſpel. 

Now for his Argument, I would know the meaning of this Speech, 
Some Infants are viſibly ChrifFs. If he means ſome Infants only are 
Chriſt's by Redemption how can he poſſibly know the Redeemed from 
the Damned ? ( for fo they are ſuppoſed to be in this Mans deſtiny.) The 
work of Redemption is viſible, becauſe God's Word tells us who Chriſt 
died for, and that is for every Man, Heb. 2. 9. and here Infants are e- 
qually Chriſt's viſibly. |; 

But ſo long as Mr. Petro thinks that Chriſt died but for ſome Infants 
only, (and thoſe very few in compariſon of the whole, he cannot name 
one for whom Chriſt died, it being impoſlible ) for them to give any 
Demonſtration by which he may know ſuch a thing, and therefore he can 
have but ſmall comfort in baptizing any of them , if indeed it were 
lawful to baptize ſome Infants, as he ſuppoſes. Nay, were he as ſure that 
Chriſt died for ſome particular Infants, as I am that he died for them 
all, yet would it not follow that they are Abraham's Eccleſiaſtical Seed, 
{o as to be baptized : for Chriſt knew that the Infants whom he took 
in his Arms were his, and yet he did no ſuch thing to them 3 and I ſhall 
never think Mr. P. wiſer than our Saviour, nor ſo kind to poor Infants 
as he was. | 

Mr. Petro argues thus : Some Infants are wiſibly of the Faith, and /o 
gre Abrabam's Seed, Here 1 deny the Antecedent. I fay no Intants are 
viſibly of the Faith. And Mr. P. tells me in this very place, That he 
does not ſay that Faith ſemenal, and habitual, or aftual, us in all Infants 
Paptized ;, for then (faith he) all of them muit be ſaved, which they are 
not , or elſe they might loſe that ſpecial Faith : But they are inviſibly in- 
weited in the Covenant or Promiſe, which is the Word of Faith, and 
way bear that Name, &c. I auiwer: 

Here are two kinds of Faith which the Scripture knows nothing of, 
i. e. ſeminal, and habitual. However I perceive he knows not one Infant 
that has any of theſe kinds of Faith, he therefore has found out a fourth, 
and that is @ reputative Faith, or a thing which he ſays may bear that 


name. 
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xame. Sure theſe are meer Dreams and Fancies, and (o let them go. 
Actual Faith Infants have none; and this is all the Faith that Mart 

can make Judgment of by God's Word. He does indeed grant all In- 

fants which are baptized have not this Faith 3 and if he dare afhrm it 


df any of them, all the Experience of the World will contute him, and 


{o he has loſt his Argument, as a meer Story without Truth, and againſt 
all Experience. For ſeeing Faith comes by hearing, and hearing by the 
Word of God 3 he cannot without a Miracle ſhew any Infant to be viſibly 
in the Faith ;, tor the poor Babe knows not its right hand from its let. 
He might as well fay ſome Infants are viſibly in Repentance, and I mar- 
vel why the PedobaptifFs do not infilt upon that, as well as Faith, to 
entitle their Children to Baptiſm. 

Mr. Perto tells us, If Infants have not Faith for the preſent, yet vi- 
ſibly they are under a Promiſe of it, which Promiſe Baptiſm may be 4 
Sign and Seal of ; it may ſeal a Doftrine of Faith, even where a Prin- 
ciple of it is yet wanting, Theſe and what follows, are meer DiQates and 
Preſumptions, without Proof. Yet he brings Dext. 3a. 6. where God 
promiſes to circumciſe the hearts of the Iſraelites, and the heart of their 
Seed, to love the Lord with all the heart, and with all the ſoul. But 
God ſpake not this to Infants, nor as a thing to be done to them in 
their Infancy 3 for when they thould thus be circumcis'd, they ſhould be 
able to know the Lord very well, for they ſhould love him then with all 
the Heart and Soul; Now this Promiſe is made to all Men upon future 
Contingencies, for God commandeth all Men every where to repent, 
and wills that the Goſpel ( which contains this and many other precious 
Promiſes) ſhould be preached to every Creature 3 And if Baptiſm may be 
a Seal of this Dottrine,. even there where there wants a Principle of Faith, 
as you tell us it may 3 then we may go and baptiſe every Creature, and 
not higgle as you do about ſome Infants only : but ſhould we do thus, 
God's Word would trip up our Heels, as it does yours, for tho he has 
proclaim'd Peace to the World by the Goſpel, yet he makes Faith nece(- 
ſary to the Pledg, of its Reception 3 He that believeth,and is baptiſed, ſhall 
be ſaved; If thou belitveft with all thine Heart thou may#t be baptiſed: 
When they believed they were baptiſed , not one Perſon admitted without 3 
and then what is Mr. Petto that will adventure to give Baptiſm, ever 
there where there is not Faith, no nor ſo much as a Principle w; it ? How 
fhall Baptiſm be the Anſwer of a good Conſcience without a Principle 
of Faith ? And what good will it do you without Faith ? 
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He quotes 1/a. 44. 3. I will pour Water upon bim that is thirty, 1 will 
pour my Spirit upon thy Seed, &'c, Well, but not in Infancy 3 when was 
this done to* any of your Infants? Or, has not God made good this 
Promiſe in the Goſpel ? Men muſt be thirſty betore this Water be poured 


out upon them. You bring Iſa. 59. 21. which might have ſhewed YOU 


that'theſe Promiſes belong not to Infants 3 ſeeing they cannot underſtan 
either the Word or Spirit, which yet is here promiſed to be in the mouth 
of the Church, and ber Seed for ever , or, if you pleaſe, in the menth of 
Chriſt,” and his Seeds Seed for ever. But Infants are fo called, fajth Aru- 
guſtin, a non fando, becauſe they canuot ſpeak, 

You bring P/al. 25. 13. and 112. 2. where 'tis ſaid, The Seed of 
good Men ſhall inherit the Earth, and be mighty upon Earth, and be bleſ- 
ſed. But I think theſe are unfitly applied to Intants in Infancy 3; and 
yet if they concern'd them, here's no Proof that they are vilibly in the 
Faith during Infancy. 

But what ſhall become of the Infants of ill Men by Mr. Petto's Do- 
Grine ? they are put by him in a Condition contrary to that of the In- 
fants of good Men, as if the Infants Blefling or Curling mult be meaſured 
out, as the Parents are Believers, or otherwiſe. Let us ſee his Scriptures 
Pſal. 37. 28.——The Seed of the wicked ſhall be cut off : But why muſt 
this be applied to Infants ? Sure he has Mercy for them, fo as not to turn 
them into Hell. For he hath told us, if thoſe Children of wicked Mcn 
which live to years do but turn from the wicked Ways of their Fathers, 
they ſhall not dy 3 and ſo equal are God's Ways, that if the Son of a 
righteous Man follow the Ways of wicked Men, 'he (hall die : as to tem- 
poral Judgments, 1 grant the Infants do ſometimes ſuffer for the Sin of 
their Parents, but our Diſcourſe is about their Salvation. 

You bring Rom. 11. again, and thence you infer that the Infant-ſeed 
of the Jews was broken off for the Parents Unbelief, But if this Break- 
ing-off be underſiood of an Excluſion of Infants to Hells Torments, it is 
a molt falſe Opinion, asI ſhall fully ſhew anon. 

That Abrabam by virtue of his Faith which he had being uncircum- 
ciſed, is a Father of the faithful, both Jew and Gente, is very true. 
But that any of them are his Chitdren, ſo as to be Members of the Church 
militant, to do and ſuffer for Chriſt, without actual Faith, is not true, 
nor does Rom. 4. 10, 11, 12. prove the contrary 3 let us hear your Text : 
How then was it reckoned ? when he was in Circumciſion, or in Un. 
circumciſion ? not in Circumciſion, but in Uncircumciſion. And he 16- 
received the Sign of Circumciſion, a Seal of the Righteouſneſs of _ 

which 
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which he had being yet uncircumciſed, that he might be the Father of them 
that believe, though they be not circumciſed, that Righteouſneſs mizht be 
imputed to them alſo, And the Father of Circumciſion to them, who are not 
of the Circumciſion only, but alſo walk in the Steps of that Faith of our 
Father Abraham, which he had being yet uncircumciſed. May the God 
of Heaven give you a good underltanding of this Place, and then all 
your ſtruggling for Infant-Baptiſm would ſoon vaniſh. + 

For there is nothing, more evident than this, that none but ſuch zs ſo 
believe, as to walk in the Steps of that Faith which Abraham himſelf 
had ( which was true actual Faith,) are the Children of Abraham, 
in a viſible Church-ſtate to worſhip God, either in Baptiſm, or other Or. 
dinances. 

Frigm pag. 48. You proceed to anſwer many Objections, and in all 
you fay this ſeems to be your great Stick, That Intant-Interelt in the Cove- 
nant, Ger. 17. is not cut off by any thing fo obje&ed, as you have ſet 
them down 3 and unleſs this be ſhewed, all Objections lignity nothing 
to you, 

, To. which I anſiver, Infants had as good Right to the Covenant of 
Grace before Circumcilion, and have the ſame Right now which they e- 
ver had to that bleſſed Covenant : of this more by and by. 

2, No Perſon's Right to Circumcihlion did arile out of the Covenant 
of Grace, but did only iſſue from the Command of God z otherwiſe all 
good Men then living mult needs be circumciſed, for they were in the 
Covenant of Grace as well as Abraham, 

3. As Circumcition did not give Abraham's Seed an Intereſt in the 
Covenant of Grace, ſo the Abrogation of Circurmcition did not take 
that Intereſt from them. Nor did the omiſſion of it, when in being, 
cut Infants off from the Covenant of Grace : It enly cut them off from 
the Land of Canaan, and the external Priviledges of the Jewiſh Church- 
ſtate, For the delay of the Circumcilion of Afoſes's Child did not 
cut it off from the Covenant ef Grace, nor did. the omiſſion of it fourty 
Years in the Wilderneſs, cut them Infants off from the Covenant of Grace 
who died in that time, howbeit before they poſſeſſed the Land of Canaan 
they mult be circumciſed 3 which evidently thews that the Covenant of 
Grace, and the Covenant of Circurcilion are to be diſtinguiſhed. And 
therefore though «Infants have now no Part in the Covenant of Circums 
cifion, yet they loſe nothing by it 3 becauſe though it was very uſeful 
till Chriſt came, fox the Ends for which it was ordained, reſpeCting the 
Church-ſiate of the Jews, and the Birth of our Saviour, of that Seed 
ACCOr- 
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according to the Fleſh ; yet the Removal of it was a great Mercy, 
whether we reſpect the Severity of the Service it ſelf, or the Obliga- 
tion to which it bound all that were circumciſed, 

Neither does any Man's Right to the Covenant of Grace ariſe from 
the Covenant of Circumciſion 3 neither does his Right to Baptiſm ariſe 
from the Covenant of Grace, without a Divine Command appointing 
to whom, and how it ſhould be performed. Now the Goſpel being 
preached for the Obedience of Faith to all Nations, Rom. 16. 26. And 
that Typical Covenant of Circumcition being made void, and the Goſpel 
appointing no Ceremony for Infants (yet aſſuring them of Heaven) but 
making Repentance and Faith the two tilt Principtes of the Chriſtian 
Religion, and Baptiſm the third Principle in order to a due Profeſſion of 
Goſpel-worſhip in a Church-way, it is manifeſt that Infant-baptiſm is an 
Innovation, and makes a Breach upon the ſacred Doctrine contained in 
St. Paul's Catechiſm, as ſet down, Heb. 6. 1,2. And therefore all good 
Men ſhould labour that Truth herein according to Primitive Crder may 
be reſtored. 

Nevertheleſs that Infants ( even all of them dying, ſuch) have an 
undeniable Right in the Covenant of Grace, to Life and Salvation, 1 
hope to make very evident both from the Scripture and right Reaſon , 
in the laſt Part of this Treatiſe to which I now apply my ſelf; and 
though herein I ſhall not directly anſwer to Mr. Petto, yer I ſhall 
ſcarce fail to remove thoſe things, which may ſeem to be of any moment, 
in his often and unneceſſary Repetitions. 


P ART. Ill 


In which Infants Intere#t in the Covenant of Grace, without 
Baptiſm, is aſſerted and maintained. 


T* is evident from the Writings of many Pedobattiſts, both Papiſts 
and Proteſtants, that they do hold either abſolutely, that no unbap- 
tized Infant cai1 be ſaved, or at leaſt that their Salvation is very doubt- 
ful, and amongſt thoſe, Mr. Baxter, and from him Mr. Barret, and now 
Mr. Petto has not a little amuſed the Minds of Men about this mms. 
, 
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Firſt, Mr. Baxter tells us ( and Mr. Barret allo) that Infants are not fo 
much as ſeemingly in a State of Salvation without Baptiſm, And le- 
condly, Mr. Petto thinks they are cut out of the great Charter of Heaven, 
Thele are his Words :. It # the Covenant- Intereſt and Baptiſm of the 
Infant-ſeed, only of viſible Believers, that I plead for \ and there are ſuch 
vaſt Numbers ( even millions ) of theſe, that if Men unduly exclude and 
Yaze out the Names of ſo many out of that great Charter of Heaven, 
they will have a dreadful Account to give thereof to Gad. 

In anſwer to theſe childiſh Fears and undue Refle&tions upon us, I ſhall 
take the pains to tranſcribe what 1 have formerly written upon this Ac- 
count, it being yet unanſwered, | 

This new Art of pleading for Infant-baptiſm by virtue of their Church- 
memberſhip , Covenant-Interelt, &c. and not from the Scriptures dis 
realy, but altogether by remote, obſcure, and far-fetch'd Conſequences 3 
I ay, conſidering theſe Subtilties of Mr. Baxter and” others, 1 perceive 
the Controverſy to riſe very high, and Queſtions thereupon to be multi- 
plied, inſomuch that I have had for my ſhare not leſs than five hundred 
of them ſent out by Mr. Barret abovenamed, which has been redargu- 
ed in two Books of Antiqueries. 

Hereupon I conceived it needful to conſider this matter, for I percei- * 
ved very wiſe and good Men engaged on both ſides 3 and as I believe 
much more ftraining in the Point of Church-memberſhip, or Cove- 
nant-Intereſt of Infants than needed. By which the Readers of the Con- 
troverſy.,as handled between Mr. Baxter and Mr, Tombs, hall ſooner fill. 
their Heads with Amazement, than their Hearts with SatisfaQtion, in 
tracing the ſeveral Meanders of their Scholaſtick Diſputations. 

And though Iam abundantly ſhort of the Accompliſhments of either 
of theſe Champions, yet ſtanding to view till they engage , I hope 1 
have thereby been led to the Conſideration of a Medium, which if well 
conſidered and improved, will reconcile the difference about Infants vi- 
ſible Church-memberſhip, and Covenant-lIntereft, and yet do not doubt 
at all that Infant-baptiſm will be found unneceſſary, and unlawful, To 
which purpoſe I ſhall lay down once more this Potition. 


That all Infants ( as ſuch ) are in aviſible State of Salvation by the 
Covenant of Grace, and ſo are of the univerſal Church of God , and 
Cannot be put out of that bleſſed State, till by their voluntary Depar- 


ture from God, by chuſing ſinful Ways, they deſtroy themſelves, 


And 
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And the better to convince my preſent Adverſaries, I will make my 
Enterance hereunto by a Paſſage out of Mr. Baxter's Book, of More 
Proves, &c. pag. 8. where he faith, 

& All Mankind is brought by Chriſt under a Covenant of Grace, 
& which is not vain, nor repealed by God, but as their Abule of the Grace 
« of the Covenant may caſt them out. 

© For as a Covenant of intire Nature was made with all Mankind in 
© innocent Adam, fo a Covenant of Grace was made with all Mankind 
< in lapſed Adam, Gen. 3. 15. inthe promiſed Seed 3 and renewed again 
& with all Mankind in Noah. : 

Now this Doctrine being no more than plain Truth, we ſhall apply 
it to the caſe in hand, by ſhewing, | 

I. That this Covenant of Grace was a viſible Church-Covenant. 

2. That it was made with all Mankind, and takes place in their In- 
fancy. 

3. That it was never repealed by God, | 

4. That no Infant did ever abuſe the Grace of this Covenant 3 and 
that therefore no Infant was ever caſt out of this Covenant. 

And then, fifthly, they all ſtand vitible Members of the Catholick or uni- 
verſal Church, by virtue of this Covenant, however their Parents do 
abuſe or neglect it. And hence it will follow, no dying Infant is damned, 
but are all in a vilible State of Salvation. Theſe things I hope to ſhew 
to Satisfaction. 


Demonſtration 1. 


That this Covenant of Grace, firſt expreſſed, Gen. 3. 15. was &i- 
ther 2a Church-Covenant, or elſe there was no Church-Covenant in the 
World, that we read'of from Adam to Noah ; this being indeed all 
the Covenant which is found in Scripture during theſe times, belides 
that Covenant of intire Nature made before the Fall. And that Cove- 
nant of Nature being broken by Adam, and in him by all his Poſterity, 
it being not a Covenant of Grace, could not afford means to jultify the 
the Offenders in the Sight of God. There muſt therefore be ſome ſuper- 
vening Act of Grace or Mercy from God, elſe Adam, even whole Man- 
kind who were then in his Loins, muſt have ſtood under Condemnation 
for ever ,, ſeeing no Man could redeem his Brother, nor give to God 4 
Ranſom for him, Pſal. 49. 7. 

Ic 


_—_—_ 


prgp_— ———mme VT - 


Conſidered and Anſwered. 21 


It is the received Doctrine of Chriltians that the viſible Church began 
in Adam + and that his Family was the. Chuuch, wherefore the whole 
World being then the Church, and that Clurch-Covenant being made 
with the whole World, which was to proceed from Adam, and this Co- 
venant yet remaining, it follows againlt all ContradiQion, that whole 
Mankind, conſidered as they came into the World, in the feveral Ages of 
it, are in that Covenant, and ſo in a viſible State of Salvation, and there- 
fore of the Univerſal Church of God. 

+ But whereas many did apoliatize from the Grace of God's Covenant, 
by corrupting bis Way, Gen. 6. 12. it was neceſlary that they thould be 
ejected; and therefore was the Profeſhon of this blefked Covenant accom 
modated and appropriated to that Paxt of the Adult, who had not fin- 
ned themſelves out of it. But ſtill-we do not find that the Innocent was 
ejeted with the Guilty. For this is God's Order, It # he only that ſin- 
neth, whom he will blot out of the Book of Life, Exod. 32. 32, 33. 

And therefore neither the Method which God took with Noab in (et- 
ling the Covenant of his Grace 3 nor yet that Order which he obſerved 
with Abraham, Gen. 12. was exclulive of any Infant in the World, as 
to the Grace or Mercy of eternal Lite, no moze than the Eſtabliſhment of 
it by Cheiſt in the Goſpel, in a far more excellent ways for diſtinguxhing 
the precious from the vile, is in any wiſe, no not in theleaſt 5ota, exclu- 
ſive of any dying Infant of ill Men : but contrary-wiſe the Right of In- 
fants, without excepting any of them, is aſſerted by Chritt in this laſt and 
moſt ample Edition of the Covenant of Grace. 

Nor can any Man ſhew either by Scripture or Reaſon, that God will 
ſhut out all the dying Infants of wicked Men, from Life and Salvation by 
Chriſt,no nor ſo much as any one of them. For we are ſure that the Tudg- 
ment of God ts according to Truth, that _ Jy of all the Earth will ds 
Right : That the condemned ſhall all be judged according to the Deeds done 
in the Body. But as tor poox Infants, what Evil have they done ? 


Demonſtration 2. 


That this Covenant was made with all Mankind, becauſe it was made 
with Adam, without the leaſt Intimatian of the Excluſion of any part 
of his Poltexity ( as they proceed from him) to the End of the World. 
Neither has God hiniſelf explained the Covenant of Grace to be exclu- 
live, of any, but for the Cauſe of their own Iniquity, And this was 
evident firlt in the caſe of Cain, aa not being taithtul in lis Offering, 

was 
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was not accepted 3 yet God was pleaſed to tell him how he might be ac- 
cepted, Gen. 4. 7. If thou doſt well, ſhalt thou not be aceepted? It ſhould 
ſeem God never rejected Cain till now, neither did he now delight to re- 
ject him, but graciouſly expoſtulates with Cain to convince him of his 
Evil and aſſures him of Acceptance, if he did well. 

If then Cain had an Intereſt in the Grace of God, who can we ſup- 
poſe to be ſhut out of it-?- Or how ſhould Infants be caſt out of his Fa- 
vour, till they with Cazz ſhut themſelves out of it ? 

Evident it is that the Covenant of Grace extended to thoſe Rebels in 
the old World, becauſe we read that the Long-ſuffering of God waited 
in the Nays &f Noah upon them, and he gave them time of Repentance; 
and ſent a Preacher of Righteouſneſs ( even the Righteouſneſs of Faith ) 
among them. Heb. 11.7. 2 Pet. 2. 5. therefore it is ſaid Chriſt went 
by his Spirit and preached to them, 1 Pet. 3, though none of them be- 
lieved his Word. 

Now ſuch Acts on God's part are great Evidences of his Graciouſneſs 
towards Men, and ſhews that he remembers his Covenant made in Chriſ 
for them, even for them that rebel againſt him, and fo periſh, And 
then how ſhould we think that he ſhould not be gracious to poor Infants, 
who never rebelled againſt him ? 


Demonſtration 5. 


The Covenant of Grace, Gen. 3. 15. was never repealed by God, For 
if it be, there is now no Covenant at all : Nor can it be repealed to one 
Man, but it muſt be repealed to all Men. "Tis true, Men may forteit the 
Mercy of God held forth in- that Covenant, but the Covenant cannot 
be repealed, for then there can be no certainty of Mercy for Sinners. 
Chriſt our Lord may as ſoon be made null, as this Covenant : For what 
if ſome do apoſtatize, ſhall this make the Grace of God without effect ? 
God forbid. When we continually ſce the Covenant of God's Grace 
diſplayed, making Overtures of Kindneſs to Sinners, by beſeeching them 
to be reconciled to God, 2 Cor. 5. What ſhall we ſay ? Has the chief of 
Sinners this Benefit by the Covenant of Grace ? And ſhall poor innocent 
Babes have no Benefit by it ? Is he not worſe than the chief of Sinners, 
that is thus expoſed to Damnation? Sure there are better things with God 
for poor Babes, and chiefly in this he has not given Parents power to make 
void the Covenant of his Grace with reſpect to their Infants : For he hath 
faid, the Sea fhall not bear the Iniquity of the Father : The Soul that ſin- 
a#h it ſhall die, Demon- 
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Demonſtration 4. 


Ns Infant did ever abuſe the Grace of the Covenant made with them 
in Adam 3 therefore no Infant was ever cat out of it, 

Alchough it is' moſt true that Original Sin is come upon Infants, and 
Death by Sin : Tet this 15s as trite, That Original Sin was not com- 
mitted againſt the Covenant of Grace, And therefore Infants are not 
guilty of any Sin committed againft the Covenant of Grace, and conſe- 
quently are not deprived of the Benefit of it. 

Otherwiſe if the Sin of ſubſequent Parents ſhould make void the Grace 
of the ſecond Covenant, as the Sin of Adam made his Poſterity guil- 
ty of the Breach of the firſt Covenant, we may then cry out, whe th: 
can be ſaved? But therefore was our Saviour the Mediator of the New 
Teſtament, for the Redemption of the Tranſgreſſions which were under the 
fir#t Teſtament. 

Wherefore ſceing Infants ſtand acquitted from the Treſpaſſes commit- 
ted by Adam againſt the tirtt Teſtament or Covenant, and having not 
linned againſt the Grace of the ſecond Teſtament, they cannot come in 
the Condemnation of Helliſh Torments. The Church of Rome, who 
make Baptiſm as neceſſary for Infants as any Body does, yet they have (6 
much Kindneſs, as to condemn Infants only to a State of Loſs, but not 
of Torment: Whilſt thoſe of Calvin's Spirit do fend them (by their . 
Doctrine ) to yell among the damned in Hell-tire. Sure this is no 
part of the Goſpel, I will not call it fo : Yet I will fay thoſe that reject 
that great Salvation held forth in the Goſpel, are jultly condemned 3 bur* 
this is not the cale of Infants. 


Demonſtration 5. 


That all dying Infants are Members of that valt Body of which Chritt 
15 the Saviour hnally, and fo of his Church conſidered as univerſal, is 
evident, becauſe they are in a vitible State of Salvation. And 1 think 
no Man will deny the Catholick Church to contain the whole Number 
of the ſaved. 

I rave nothing more to do, but to prove all Infants in a viſible State 
of Salvation 3 which thall be done more particularly by anſwering ſuch 
Objections as I have met with, more eſpecially from Mr, Barret. 


5.2 Objection 
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Obje&tion 1, I gave you thanks for ſome things before granted concern. 
ing Infants, and I here promiſe more Thanks if you will prove the 
ſame of all Infants. 


Anſw. When 1 ſpeak of the Right which Infants have to Life by 
Chriſt, I intend it only of that Right derived to them by the firſt Editi- 
on of the Covenant of Grace, Gey. 3. 15. wherein they are equally con- 
cerned, and ſo have the fame or equal Right. And I hope you cannot 
charge them with forteiting the Grace of that Covenant, and then they 
cannot be damined. 

Our Saviour faith, it #5 ot the Will of his Heavenly Father, that (6 
anuch as one of theſe little Ones ſhould periſh, which is as true of Infants, 
as of any Perſons in the World, 


Obje&. IL The Overthrow of both theſe Generations in the old World, 
is a ſtrange Medinm to prove the Salvation of all Infants by. 


Anſw, The meer deſiroying of the Infants of thoſe who were called 
the Sons of God, as well as the Infants of others, Ger. 6. and 7. 1 do 
not ſay is any Evidence of God's ſaving any of them. 

But this is that which I ſay, it ſhews them to be in one State or Pre. 
dicament : And how ſhall any Man prove the Salvation of ſo much as 
of any one of them, better than I ſhall prove the Salvation of them all : 
And {hall we ſuffer it to enter into our Hearts that God fent them all to be 
damned in Hel! ? 

By no means. When therefore we read, 2 Per. 2. 5, That God brought 
the Floud upon the World of the Vngodly and Jade 7. *tis faid of thoſe 
who ſuffered the Vengeance of eternal Fire, that they were given over to 
Fornication, and went after ſtrange Fleſh, May we not perceive ſome 
Light which may guide us to believe that God did not plead in juch * 
Wrath againſt the Infant-ſecd as he did againſt the wicked themlclves ? 
And though it is true, God ſuffered the Infants to die with the wicked 
Parents, yet that is no Argument of God's condemning them to Hell. 
For did not the ſame God ſuffer his Servant Sampſon to die with the Fall 
of the Theatre, among the wicked Philiftines ? 

And we ſee the righteous often taken away by the fame common Ca- 
lamities which have befallen Nations and Cities. Let us remember how 
tender the Lord was of the Infants of Nineveh, and that may convince. 


US 
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us that the ſame gracious God conld not be cruel to the Infants of the 
old World 3 .and he that made thoe little ones an Argument to juſtify 
his ſparing ſinful Nineveh, againſt the murmuring of Foxab, would cer- 
tainly make that an Argument for us to believe, that had his Judgments 
proceeded againſt that City, according to the Propheſy of Fonah ; yet he 
would have'diſtinguiſhed between the Innocent and the Nocent , in re- 
ſpe&t of future Puniſhment and Mercy : For it was not the Sin of the 
Infants, which cryed to Heaven for Vengeance, but of the grown Per- 
ſons. 

When we conſider how hardly Almighty God was drawn to inflict 
thoſe Judgments upon Mens Bodies in the old World, and in Sodom, Gen. 
18. and trequently where we read of the Execution of his Judgments z 
it might juſtly ſeem very ſtrange that Men ſhould think that God can 
be ſo ealily provoked to- damn Infants to Hell : For him I fay to damn 
poor Infants to Eternal Fire, who was {o unwilling to inflict on the Babes 
in Nimeveh (o much as a Temporal Judgment 3 nay he is unwilling to 
deliroy the very Cattel for Mans Sin, Jonah 4. which are only capable 
to ſuffer a ſhort of Death. And can it become any Chriſtian to think 
that God will ſend Millions of poor dying Infants to Hell ? Pray what 
have they done fo highly to ſtirr up his Wrath againſt them ? let any Man 
ſhew a Reaſon for it if he can, 


Object. NI. To the Text Rom. 5. the Free-Gift abounded towards 
all Men to Tuſtification of Life, This all] muSt be reſtrained to[ all 
in Christ |. 


Anſw. But by your Favour there are none fo out of Chriſt in Intan- 
cy, but that God-hath Mercy for them in Chriſt : Fohn 1. 29. ſo that 
here is no Reſtraint to the, Juſtification here ſpoken of, till Men abuſe 
this Mercy of God by finning againſt their own Souls. Nor can 'your 
Reſiriction which I ſuppoſe would limit this Free-Gift to the Elect only, 

- hold any Agreement with the Scope of the Place. For ſeeing all Man- 
kind are perfonated as well in the ſecond, as in the tirſt Adam, you can , 
no more exclude any from the Juſtification of Life, as having abounded 
towards them by Chriſt, than you can exclude them from the Condem- 
nation which abounded towards them by Adam. For tell me how ma- 
ny came under Condemnation by the Sin of Adam? Is there any one, 
or any Infant that can plead Impunity ? Why even fo ( faith the Apolile ) 
P.ve 
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the Free-Gift abounded towards al! Men to Fuſtification of Life, 

.. And may we not ſafely conclude, that had Mankind never been guil- 
ty of any other Sin but that of Adam's, I fay upon a Suppolition that 
:* Adam's Poſterity from the tim ot the Promite, Gen. 3. 15. had lived 
holily, and done no Iniquity, would you not conclude with me, that 
none ſhould have periſhed in Hel!- Torments ? And it you grant this, then 
we mult either tind tome Man SO concerned in the Covenant of Grace, 
AS that if he ſinned againlt this Covenant, his Potterity is damned with 
him eternally, as all Adam's Poſterity was expoſed to Condemnation for 
his Sin ; or elſe we niuſt hold that no Intant thall die eternally for Adam's, 
nor for any other Perſons Iniquity. 

If you name any Man, thus concerned in the Covenant of Grace, you 
can name none fo apt for the purpole as Adam, teeing we were all in 
him when the Covenant was made with him, and there is no doubt but 
that he ſinned after the Covenant was made Ger. 3. 15. yet where do 
* we. find any Sin which he afterward committed, un1puted to any Part of 
his Polterity ? And ſeeing we cannot prove an univerſal Reſurrection from 
1 Cor. 15, 21,22, unlels Mankind be equally concerned in the Death of 
Chriſt, we muſt neceſſarily believe whole Mankind to be intereſſed in 
him, and as intereſſed in him, they are in a ſaneable State, from 
that Wrath which lay againſt them by reaſon of the Sin of Adam: So 
then Intants being juſtihed from the Guilt of Adam's Tranſgreſlion, by 
Chritt the Lamb of God 3 who ſhall lay any thing to the Charge of 
poor Infants, that may julily caft them into Hell-tire ? Sure it is but meet 
that Men ſhould be able plainly to convict them, before they thus con- 
demn them. 

Yea, you that hold the eternal Damnation of Infants, ought you not 
to bring ſi1bltantial proof for ſo dreadful a Doctrine ? And when you have 
done your worlt that way, you have only deſtxoyed your own Hope con- 
cerning, your own dying Infants. For Iam per{waded you are not fo 
unwile to think ( whatever you make others believe ) that your Infants 
are ſaved becauſe of your pretended Church-member(hip and Baptiſm. 
Nay Mr. Petto plainly tells us, that all Infants that are baptiſed are not 
ſaved; asI have ſhewed above, And it is impoſlible without a Miracle 
for hyn to know this, or that any one of them is ſaved, unlets he comes 
on this Foundation that none of them ſhall periſh, 


Object. 


Conſidered and Anſwered * 27 


Objed. IV. To aſſert the Salvation of all dying Infants, ſeems to 
imply, that God's deſtroying the old World and Sodom, ©'c. were 
emment Alts of God's Mercy, rather than of Juſtice, &c. belp 
me over this Difficulty. 


Anſw. Although it is not unjuſt for God to take Infants out of the 
World at any time, yet his Lge in deliroying them in the old World 
and Sodom, lay not againſt the Infants, as I proved in the precedent An- 
ſwer. But in Juſtice he puniſhed thoſe wicked Parents, in putting a Pe» 
riod to their Poſterity. And did not God in the Days of Noah deltroy 
the Beaſts and Fowls of Heaven, yet who'ſo weak to think that he was 
offended with them ? Was the Lord angry with the Beaſts of the Field ? 
God was juſt in taking away David's Child, 2 Sam. 12. 14. yet who-lo 
raſh to ſay that God did this in Juſtice againſt the Child ? much leſs that 
the Child was damned, or that God was angry with the Child. David 
was far from ſuch an Opinion, for tho that Child was conceived and born 
in Sin, as much as any, yet David nothing feared the Damnation of 
the Child, but rather thews his Confidence of its Salvation, when he 
faid, 1 ſhall goto it. For had it gone to Hell Torments, he would not 
have comforted himſelf with Thoughts of going to it. 


Object. V. We do not ſay that Infants do periſh purely for another: 


Sin, but for their own contratted. 


Anſw. 1 cannot ſee any Agreement with God's Juſtice in this Obje- 
&ion, nor Truth in it ſelf. 1 can hear Men talk big Words againſt In- 
fants, as if they were very great Sinners, yet I never {aw any Proot, that 
any Infant had any Sin of its own, for which you would here make them 
periſh, 

The Scripture faith Sin is the Tranſgreſhion of a Law, and tells us al- 
ſo where no Law is, there # no Tranſgre{ion. You mull therefore eithe1 
ſhew ſome Law to be given to Infants, or elle you cannot make them 
guilty of any Sin of therr own. And fecing you have granted that none 
{hall periſh purely for anothers Sin, it remains for you, or ſome body elle, 
to ſhew what Sin has been committed by ther, or any of them, for which 
they incur the Damnation of Hell, You may talk of Infants contrafting 
Sin of their ow: ;, but I am to learn how this can be faid of thoſe who 
ncither a&t udr conſent to Sin at all, Such Scripture!eſs Notions are fit- 
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ter to be exploded than embraced. 

An4 though you ſcem to have ſome Charity for thoſe and theiv Seed, 
who only come up to the Covenant of Grace made with Adam and Noah. 
though they never heard the Goſpel, whillt you fay, ycu do not rank 
them with Inſdels ;, yet this is but a ſlender Kindneſs : you do not 
ſay they ſhall be faved, and you are poſitive in this, chat Infants are 
not ſaved by the Covenant of Grace, if they be neither Believers, nor the 
Seed of ſuch. How this DoCtrine will ſtand with the Juſtice of a graci- 
ous God, I cannct conceive when I conlider, that God hath not given to 
| Intants either Capacity to believe, or Liberty to chooſe whether ti:-y will 

'be the Seed of Believers or Unbclievers. Will you yet tay : gracious 

God will be more harſh in Ads of Juſtice, than the Rulcs will bear 
which he hath given to Men? Dewt. 22, 25, 26, Here he will not have 
a Damſel punithed, though her Body be defiled, becauſe ſhe could net 
help it. And yet you would have him ſend Infants to Hell for that which 
they cannot help ! 

It ts not the part of a wiſe Legi(lator ( ſaith one) to recede from his 
own Laws, nauch lels to deltroy them, by aCting contrary. to them. It 
mult be a fault then in you, thus unjuſily to repreſent the God of Juſtice, 
Is the Covenant of Grace ſet upon ſuch a little Point, as that the greateſt 
Part of Infants cannot poſſibly have any Benefit by it ? So.you teach, who 
affirm Infants cannot be ſaved unleſs they be Believers, or the Seed of Be- 
lievers. Why call you a Covenant made with Infants on ſuch Terms 
a Covenant of Grace ? ſure ſuch abſolutely impoſſible Terms in any Co- 
venant are not very gracious, when the Non-obſervation of them is 
Damnation without remedy, and that of the Innocent too, - 

You would condemn this in Men 3 you would abhor to hear or receive 
ſuch Terms of Man; yet thus you make many believe that God deals 
with the greateſt part of poor Intants, 


Obje&, VI. According to your Dottrine the taking away the Infants 
of the old World and of Sodom, was a great Mercy, becauſe had 
they lived to Age, many of them might have been damned for 
Wickeaneſs. 


Anſw. The taking away by Death of the Infants of the o{d World 
and Sodom, is neither an Inſtance of Juſtice nor Mercy to Intants in the 
main ; any more than the taking away thouſands of Infants daily by 
Death throughout the World » For whenever they die, they are taken a- 


way 


Conſidered and Anſwered. © 29 


way from ALL EVIL TO COME, and (© it is always a Mercy? 
and fuch was the Mercy of God to Infants in the Old World and in Sodom 
But whenever they are taken away, we know it is for Sin, even that of 
Adam. And ſometimes their Death is haſtened for the Sin of their Pa- 
rents, as in the caſe of David's Child, and the Old World, and Sodom 
and thus their being taken away is always a Judgment : And the Judg- 
ment lieth much in this, that Mens Poſterity is either quite cut off, or 
much weakened ; thus was the Old World and Sodom puniſhed, their 
Succeſſion was cut off, 

And though it is true, if thoſe Infants in the O!d World and Sodom had 
lived to Age, many of them might have been damned tor Wickednefls, 
yet (not to inſift upon the Preſcience of Almighty God) to ballance that, 
It is as true that a far greater Vi:ititude, in few Generations, both of In- 
fants and others, which might have proceeded from them, might have 
been ſaved. So that though we have no ground to doubt of the Salvati« 
on of theſe dying Infants in the Old World and in Sodom, yet we may 
ſeea juſt Judgment executed in both, 


Objea. VIL Should the French King deſtroy all the Infants of the Pa- 
gans, would not this be a Fudgment ? Sure had the World your Light 
and Knowledg, they ought not to be ſorry for the ſpoiling of their” 
Cities, and depopulating their Countries. 


Anſw. What if the French King ſhould do thus ? jt follows not that 
here is not a Judgment in all this, neither yet that God hath no Mercy 
for thoſe murthered Infants. : 

But pray conſider, whilſt we all condemn ſuch Cruelty in Tyrants, we 
muſt by no means think or ſay, that our gracious God, when the Tyrant 
has murthered them, will take theſe Infants and cati them into Helliſh 
Torments : Were not this to repreſent Almighty God to be the worlt of 
Tyrants ? 

And let no Man murmur againſt God for faving ſuch Infants ( or all 
Infants), who when Men have done their worſt, he will prevent that 
which would be far worſe to poor Infants than the worſt that Man can do, 
And though I may be ſatisfied that my Child or Friend is zone to Heaven, 
yet I may lawtully be forry for both, fo that I ſorrow not as one without 


Hope. 
F Object. 
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Obje&t, VIT, What ſhall we make of Ephel. 2. 3, 12. And were by Na- 
ture Children ot Wrath, even-as others ? That at that time you 
were without Chriſt, without Hope, If there be no Ground to 
doubt the Salvation of their Infants, i there not ſome Hope ? 


Anſw. 1 grant that all Adam's Poſterity with himſelf were Children of 
Wrath 3 and take that Wrath in as large a ſenſe as you pleaſe, it hurts not 
my Cauſe at all : Seeing, it is evident that Chriſt aboliſhed that Wrath and - 
Death, and brought Lite and Immortality to Light by the Goſpel, which he 
preached to whole Adam, Gen, 3.15. and then took whole Adam into 
Grace and Favour 3 ſo that till-they, or any of them, become the Ser- 
pents Seed, they ſtand ina'State of Favour and Grace, which fhall deli- 
ver them from Wrath and Death. And it is moſt certain, no Infant «s 
the Serpents Seed, it being, out of his' Power to beget them to be his Off= 
{pring, ſeeing they are-out of thereach of his Temptations during Infan- 
cy. Howbeit this Place, Epheſ, 2. is beſt interpreted of the Adult or 
grown Perſons, for theſe, of whom it was faid they were without Hope, 
&c, itis ſaid, they were dead m Treſpaſſes and Sins, and walked according 
to the-.Courſe of this World, according to the Prince of the Power of the Air, 
which now worketh in the Hearts of the Chilaren of Diſobedience ;, ſuch as 
had their Eonver ſation in the Luſts-of their Fleſh, fulfilling the Deſpres of the 
Fleſh, and of the Mind: And S$ O were by Nature the Children of Wrath. 

But what is all this to the innocent Babes of - the Gentiles? they were 
not thus the Children of Wrath, no nor out of the Covenant of Grace, 
as made with Adam, having never abuſed the Grace of that Covenant. 
So that there was Hope ( or Ground ef ' Hope) concerning the dying In- 
tants of the Gentiles, whether their Parents underſtood it or not : but 
no Hope concerning, themſelves, conſidered in their wicked Courſes. 

Neither could the Hope of theſe Gentiles ( when they believed ) con- 
cerning, their Infants, fiand upon the ſame Grounds on which their awn 
Hope was founded, ſeeing theſe were faved through Faith, and built up 
an Habitation of. God through the Spirit. Only this is very true, they 
now underſtood the Riches of God's Grace to Mankind, and that God 
had pitty for them, when they were dead in Treſpaſſes and Sins. And 
therefore they could not rationally doubt of his good Will towards theix 
dying Infants: For ſtill his Unwillingneſs to deſtroy the actual Sinner, 
is Argument enough that he will never deſtroy the innocent Child eter- 
nally, 

What 
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What Hope there is of all Infants. entring into Heaven (however it 
may. be hid from the Pagans) is: evideat enough from our Saviour's 
Speech ; Except ye be converted, and become as lutle Children, ye ſhall 
in na wiſe enter into the Kingdom of Heaven, Now. ſuppoſe I take the 
Infant of a Jew or Pagan for my Pattern, and labour that my.Converla- 
tion may anſwer to ſuch a Precedent, in point of Innocency, Humility, 
and Simplicity z will not this as well accord the Intent of our Saviour's 
Words, as if I took the Child of a Chrilttan for my Pattern ? certes 
it would. 

And indeed our Saviour here ſpeaks as much for our Comfort concern- 
ing all little Childrens Capacity, to enter into Heaven, as for any one 
of them 3 as alſo when the Apolile exhorts us, as touching Malice, to be 
as Children , Does he not hereby juſtify the whole in that State of Intan- 
Cy to be devoid of that Evil ? And why even. of. our ſelves do we not- 
judg what is right ? Could any Man from 'the Beginning to this Day, 
bring the leaſt Charge againſt one Infant more than another ? Unleſs God 
by Miracle ſhew ſome ſpecial Power upon them, no Difference can be ſeen 
* la them in point of Innocency. , ©0 Þn 

C&, ,1W1! 

Object. IX. But have you nat forgotten that:lyou told us you do not 
doubt but the Promiſes made to the Seed of the Righteous, and 
the Promiſes of ſhewing Mercy to them that love God, remain un- 
revoked ? 


Anſw. 1 have not forgotten that, but ftill believe that there are many 
more BleſJings pertaining to the Seed of the Righteous, according to the 
Texts by you alledged, than to others. And that they may be better 
contidered, I will ſet that down in Words which vou write in Figures z 
Pſal. 102.28. The Children of thy Servants ſhall continue, and their 
See4 ſhall be eſtabliſhed before thee. 

This had doubtleſs been the Portion of the Sons of God in the Days of 
Noah, had they not (inned with the reft of Mankind : Pſal. 103. 17. 
The Mercy of the Lords from everlaſting to everlaſting, to them that 
fear him, and his Righteouſneſs to Childrens Children, to them that keep 
his Covenant, and remember his Commandments to do them. Prov. 20. 7. 
The ju't walketh in bis Integrity, his Children are bleſſed after him. 

Now what do theſe Places prove ? ſure nothing leſs than that no Intants 
ſhall be ſaved, but the Infants of Believers, &c. arid it not, how do they 
luit your Caſe ? They prove indeed that God will blels the FR 6 
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his faithful Servants if they keep his Covenant, and remember his Com 

mandments to do them: I think David well expounds this Place in Pal. 

37.25. And yet I grant, though you prove it not, that there are very 

pe other Bleſlings ( even in Infancy ) does attend the Seed of the 
ighteous, 

They being a Seed of many Prayers, and devoted to God from the 
Womb, as far as their pious Parents has Authority to do it 3 whilſt, God 
knows, others are.deſtitute of theſe Bleſſings, being croſſed and exorciſed 
among the Pedebaptiits, and offered to Molech among the Jews, and 
the like among the. Heathens. And yet for all this, I.can ſee no Ground 
to think that the righteous God will puniſh with Helliſh Torments thoſe 
dying Infants for the Wrong which their Parents have done them. 

It being inconceivable how it can ſtand with his Attributes, either of 
Mercy or Faltice both which muſt have Effect. upon them : His Juſtice 
hath its Effe& on Infants-in Diſeaſes, Sickneſs and Death. Now either 
his Mercy muſt have Effect upon dying Infants in the next World, or not 
at.all, if not in that World, how ſhall that Saying be true 3 Ft tender 
Mercies are over all bis Works ? Will he never ſhew tender Mercy to In- 
fants, who only lived to cry and die in this World, and mult they now 
die eternally in Hell ?. Is this your tender Mercy to Infants ? O ye cruef 
Pedobaptiits ! 


Obje&t. X. If the Bleſſing of Abraham came upon the Gentiles through 
Faith, Gal. 3. 14. how does it reach to the Infants of- the Gentile 
which. do not believe ? 


Anſw. 1-told you-that the Blefling in-refpe&t of Eternal Life-was not 
peculiar to Abraham and his Seed, but was made as well to Adam and his 
Seed, .and ſo common to Mankind, and may well be called the common 
Salvation, being derived from Chriſt promiſed, Gen. 3. 15. (before 4- 
braham was ) who is therefore the Saviour of all Men. | 

Indeed Abraham, and fo all Believers, have many things in ſpecial 
or-peculiar Bleſſings, as a People engaged in the Duties of: Religion : 
Whilſt Unbelievers are under a wrathful Sentence, becauſe they neglect 
{o- great Salvation. But all this concerns not dying Infants, who negle& 
aot this Salvation, and fo forfeit not their Right ro that common: Salva- 
tion obtained by Chriſt for Mankind. 

In Gal. 3. 14+ the Apoftle.ſpeaks of the Promiſe of the Spirir, which 
as it concerns the Church under the Goſpel-trame, .does not — 

ants, . 
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Infants. It being underſtood of a greater meaſure of Wiſdom, and 
Power to walk in the. Paths of Righteouſne(s, than was ordinary under 
the former Teſtament 3 2 Tim. 1,6. Gal. 3. 2,3, 5» 7. Gal. 5.25, 

Nor can you with any ſhew of Reaſon fay, that 1 make the Salvation 
of Infants run in a fleſhly Line, ſeeing I derive it only from the free 
Grace of God, manifeſted in the Lamb ſlain from the Foundation of the 
World, to take away the Sin of. the World. 

Nor do l conlider Adam in a State of Nature, but as under a Cove- 
nant of Grace, from whom the ſecond Adam mult in time proceed as 
touching his Fleſh, and therefore his Deſcent is reckoned from. him, Zuk. 
3, 23. totheend. In this ſecond Adam, the Repairer of Mankind, do 
I place the Salvation of all Men. And of the Infant-Race, I ſay, their Title 
to this Grace is not cyed to Man's Will, to fin them out of it at their 
Pleaſure, nor can the Devil himſelf deprive them of this Grace of Lite. 
And therefore they being thus written in the Book of Life, and not be- 
ing under the Sentence of. the Book of Conſcience, they cannot be hurt 
of the ſecond Death, 

To what you ſay about God's putting the Salvation of Infants ont of 
by own Hand. 1 ſay, that though he put the Salvation of no Creature 
out of his own Hand according to my Opinion z- yet when he {tretched 
forth his Hand to Gain-ſayers, as Rom. 10. and gives them the- Word 
of Life, and they put it from them, A. 13. 46. Then Men may tru- 
ly be ſaidſto have a Prize in their Hands, and to put it from them, even 
the Salvation of their Souls, 

And then I pray conſider, that if their putting, Salvation from them-- 
telves, be equally or really a putting it from their Infants ( as that niuſt 
be your Opinion, or elſe we differ not) then 1. ſay, according to your 
Opinion, God ſuffers Men to damn poor Infants whom he would fave. 
Seeing, according to your Doctrine, had the Parents believed, their Infants 
had been in the Covenant of Grace, But now for their Fathers Sin ( tor 
what you fay of their own contracted, is but a Fable ) they are left by you 
in the Kingdom of the Devil to ſuffer with the Devil and his Angels 
for ever. Now this dreadful Doctrine can never be proved by the Scrip- 
tures, though ſome have aflayed to do it. 

I tind indeed Dr. Fulk faying, That Calvin boldeth all Infants under” 
the Sentence of Eternal Damnation , only he admits, that ſuch Infants 
as are Elett and born again by the Spirit of God, may be ſaved, But find 
no Proof, that any Intant, dying to, is reprobate to Eternal Damnation: 
The Scripture fays no ſuch thing, - . 

+ : Indeed 
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Indeed Dtodate would have us believe that God caſt Eſar ( even befor 


he was born) out of his Love as a Father : But here is no Proof. For 
if we ſhould admit his Gloſs upon Rom.'g. 13. ;yet we are to: con- 
ſider that God knew what Eſa wonld be in time, and did here fore- 
ſhew what in time ſhould be done concerning him. Eſau lived to be 
a Man, and a very ſinful Man.. God knew all this before, Eſa is not 
to be ranked with dying Infants, therefore the Inſtance of Eſas is nothing 
to the purpoſe. And this Inſtance failing, as it evidently doth, I am 
ſure there 15 not the lealt ſhew of Proof in the Scripture for the Dam- 
nation of Dying Infants. Ard theretore no Man ought to believe ſuch 
ſtrange Dodkine, nor trouble the World nor Church of God with it. 


When our Saviour denounces the dreadful Sentence of HelPs Damna- 
tion, he direfts his Speech to Hypocrites, and grievous Sinners. But he 
has better things in tftore for poor Infants; teltifying that to them be- 
longs the Kingdom of God. In his gracious Arms therefore we ſhall leave 
* all dying Intants, for the obtaining that Bleſſing of Life, without which 
they are - more wretched than the tallen Angels ; for they had once a 
blefſed fiate, but proudly fell from it. But here it is poor Infants are 
above theſe Angels; Infants have a Redeemer, but the fallen Angels 
have none. 

Glory to God in the Higbeſt for his free Grace 
rowaras all Dying Infants , and let all good 
Chriſtians ſay, Amen, 
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